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PROCEEDINGS OF THE ENVIRONMNETAL PUBLIC HEARING ON “DEVELOPMENT OF EIGHT LANE 
PERIPHERAL RING ROAD-CONNECTING TUMKUR ROAD AND HOSUR ROAD (CROSSING BALLARI 
ROAD AND OLD MADRAS ROAD), BENGALURU URBAN DISTRICT, BENGALURU” BY BANGALORE 
DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY. 


1. Venue of the Public Hearing Nityotsava Marriage and Convention Centre, 
: Singanayakanahalli, Doddaballapura Road, Near 
| Avalahalli Village, Yelahanka Taluk, Bengaluru. 


18.08.2020, 11:00 AM 
2. Date of the Public Hearing 


3. a Hearing Panel 


| ~~ | | Shri. G. N. ShivamurthylAs, 
a 


Deputy Commissioner & Chairman District Environmental Chairman 
|_| Public Hearing Committee, Bengaluru Urban District, | 
Shri. C. Siddaramaiah, 

| | Senior Environmental Officer, 

| | Karnataka State Pollution Control Board, 


Zonal Office, Bengaluru North. | 


Member 


4. Project proponent : 


sea cee 


| Engineer Member __ | 


ne or 


a. | | Dr. H.R. ShantharajannaK.£.S 


Deputy Commissioner 
(Land Acquisition) 

rs Engineer Officer 

Executive Engineer _ 

__[ Land Acquisition Officer 


5. Public Participants :  Annexure-l 

6. Thermal Screening Register :  Annexure-I| 

7. Copy of the presentation > Annexure-lll 

8. Written Objections / Suggestions > Annexure-IV (5 Nos.) 


9. Photographs and Video recordings > Annexure-V 


10. Preamble: 

The proposed Peripheral Ring Road (PRR) involves development of 65.50 km long road with 100 
m Right of Way (RoW). The project starts at Tumkur Road and ends at Hosur Road to make it 
circular with the existing access controlled NICF road. The proposed alignment of PRR passes at 
an approximate radial distance of 17 km - 25 km from city Centre and acts as a bypass to the city 
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for the long-distance personalized vehicles (cars and cabs) and commercial vehicles (trucks and 
LCVs). The proposed “Peripheral Ring Road” connects major Highways namely Tumakuru Road 
(NH-4), Hesaraghatta Road (SH-39), Doddaballapura Road (SH-09), Ballari Road (NH-7), Hennur- 
Baglur Road (SH-104), Old Madras road (NH-4), Hoskote-Anekal Road (SH-35), Sarjapur Road and 
Hosur Road (NH-7). 


According to the EIA Notificationdt: 14.09.2006 and its subsequent amendments, it is a 
prerequisite to obtain Environmental Clearance from State Environment Impact Assessment 
Authority (SEIAA)/Ministry of Environment, Forests and Climate Change (MoEF&CC). As per the 
notification, it is mandatory to conduct Environmental Public Hearing at the project site under 
the Chairmanship of the Deputy Commissioner or an officer not below the rank of the Additional 
Deputy Commissioner. 


The Member Secretary, SEIAA, Karnataka has issued Terms of References (ToRs) for the project 
vide letter No.: SEIAA 40 IND 2019 dt: 21.01.2020 and directed the project proponents to conduct 
Environmental Public Hearing. In view of this, the project proponents had prepared the Draft 
EIA/EMPReportalong with English & Kannada Executive Summaries and requested the Karnataka 
State Pollution Control Board (KSPCB) to conduct Environmental Public Hearing along the project 
alignment. 


As per the EIA Notification, 2006 and its subsequent amendments, the KSPCB had published 
about the Environmental Public Hearing in the Kannada Daily newspaper “Kannada Prabha” and 
English Daily newspaper “Deccan Herald” on 17.07.2020 regarding the project by inviting the 
objections/suggestions orally/writing/e-mail to KSPCB/Chairman, District Environmental Public 
Hearing Committee, Bengaluru Urban District from the concerned persons having plausible stake 
in the environmental aspects of the project or activity within 30 days from the date of publication 
of the paper notification. The Draft EIA/EMP report along with English and Kannada Executive 
Summaries were kept in the designated places such as; 


Office of the Deputy Commissioner, Bengaluru Urban District, Bengaluru. 

Office of the Commissioner, Bruhat Bengaluru Mahanagara Palike (BBMP), Bengaluru. 
Office of the Chief Executive Officer, Zilla Panchayat, Bengaluru. 

Office of the Joint Director, District Industries Centre, Bengaluru. 

Office of the Joint Commissioner, Bruhat Bengaluru Mahanagara_ Palike (BBMP), 
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Yelahanka (Byatarayanapura) Zone. 
6. City Municipal Council, Hebbagodi, Bengaluru. 
7. Town Municipal Council, Madanayakanahalli, Bengaluru. 
8. Office of the Tahsildar Yelahanka Taluk, Bangalore. 

3. Office of the Tahasildar, Bangalore North Taluk, Bangalore. 
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10. Office of the Tahasildar, Bangalore East Taluk, Bangalore. 

|11.Gram Panchayat Offices at  Singanayakanahalli, Shivakote, Kasaghattapura, 

| Chikkabanavara, Aloor, Gantiganahalli, Muthanallur, Doddagubbi, Kannur, Kodathi, 

| Huskur, Shantipura, Avalahalli, Kannamangala, Doddabanahalli, Sheegihalli, Bidaralli 

| Villages. 

| 12. BBMP Ward Offices at Kempegowda Ward, Chowdeshwari Ward, Jakkur Ward, Varthur 

| Ward, Hoodi Ward, Kadugodi Ward, Horamavu Ward, Hagaduru Ward &Rajarajeshwari 

| nagar Ward. 

| 13. Regional Office, Ministry of Environment, Forest & Climate Change, Koramangala, 
Bengaluru. 

14. Regional Offices, Karnataka State Pollution Control Board, Sarjapura, Mahadevapura and, 

| Dasarahalli. 

15. Office of the Senior Environmental Officer, KSPCB, Zonal Office, Bengaluru North, 

Bengaluru, 

| 16. KSPCB, Head Office Bangalore and published in the website of KSPCB 


On| 18.08.2020, at Nityotsava Marriage and Convention Centre, Singanayakanahalli, 
Doddaballapura Road, Near Avalahalli Village, Yelahanka Taluk, keeping in view of the COVID-19 
pandemic situation, Thermal Screening, Sanitization of hands, distribution of masks, gloves and 
face shields were ensured to all the participants during the public hearing. Further, social 
distancing was maintained as per the guidelines and ensure the free movement of air in the 
public hearing hall. Participants were bifurcated in two separate halls and provision of LED 
screens was arranged at both the places to view the presentation simultaneously. 


The Environmental Public Hearing was started at 11 AM on 18.08.2020 under the Chairmanship 
of | the Deputy Commissioner, Bengaluru.Shri. Shivappa_ Naik, Environmental Officer, 
KSPCBwelcomed Shri. G. N. Shivamurthy 1.A.S,Deputy Commissioner, Bengaluru Urban District, 
Bengaluru, Sri.C.Siddaramaiah - SEO North, Bangalore Development Authority Officials, Police 
Authorities, Media representatives, Local representatives and general public to the 
Environmental Public Hearing. 


Shri. C. Siddaramaiah, Senior Environmental Officer, KSPCB briefed about the objectives of public 
hearing and informed the Consultants to brief about the project through PowerPoint 
presentation, 


On behalf of the project, Shri. Santhosh Kumar T. M., representative of M/s Environmental Health 
& Safety Consultants Pvt. Ltd. presented the project details, its objectives, Environmental 
baseline data, present scenario of the existing environment in the project area, its impacts onthe 
environment, mitigation measures and Management Plan, Project benefits, etc. through Power 
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Point presentation.After the Power Point Presentation, the Chairman of the Committee invited 
the participants to express their views about the proposed project. 


1. Shri. Sibgath, Bidarahalli 


He desired to know about the proposed number and locations of the toll plazas 
throughout the alignment and whether the width of the toll plaza is exactly the width of 
RoW or it exceeds the width of RoW. 


Dr. ShanthaRajanna, Engineer Member, BDA clarified that the proposed PRR is crossing 
seven major cross junction roads, two toll plazas are planned at each intersectionat the 
entry and exit locations. These toll plazas are planned close to the major intersections 
nearly for about 100 m distance where there are availability of land. 


Shri. B. C. Venugopal, Bengaluru 

He requested the Finance Department of Government of Karnataka to avail Central 
assistance for implementation of the project and make a separate budget provision for 
the same. He expressed that the project is goodfor the present generation especially the 
children of our nation where we are very difficult to find a country who are opposing our 
knowledge so that the Bangalore is centrally placed for developing our nation. He also 
suggestedto make provision in the budget to implement the project in a time bound 
manner. He also suggested toinvolvethe Indian Training Institute (ITI) as the part of 
Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR) activities and making use of the timber/wood of the 
removed trees for making furniture required for the Govt. Schools. 


Shri. S. K. Vijaykumar, Doddaballapura 

Firstly, he expressed that, paper advertisement has been given for conducting 
Environmental Public hearing. He stated that, in the said paper notification, list of 16 
places of availability of project documents as per EIA Notification has been given totaling 
to 90 offices which includes Gram Panchayaths, ward offices, municipal councils, etc. His 
contention is how many of these officers are present today for the public hearing since 
they are the actual implementers and operators of the project. He stated that they will 
call for the meeting, we came and went but who will monitor and implement the project? 
Local people and offices are responsible. The road length is 65.50 km but here not even 60 
people attended the public hearing. Hosur road is nearly 30 Km from this place. If the 
local people are not aware the public hearing, then there is no point in conducting this 
public hearing also. If the project authorities are already decided to implement, then they 
will do it anyway irrespective of defects and illegalities. 


Secondly, he expressed that, the public hearing has been conducted as per EIA 
notification, 2006 but there is no guidelines/ notification available. He urged that, itis not 


oe ih ee 
YF TS Dogi: 


>». 

Pel tev 

' SIT? m 

tig to ine... 
n 


Ment ic ie, - 
SEIT FS ‘SSueg 1 Fo fe 
Ray 


sufficient that only implementing agencies understand the EIA Notification but public 
should also understand. Project authorities informed that the documents are annexed 
and available but he stated that he has taken from the website. There is no mention of EIA 
Notification, 2006 anywhere else in the project documents. He expressed that, as per the 
presentation, the earlier EC was stayed by the NGT due to deficiency in the earlier EIA 
report and directed to prepare the fresh EIA studies. It was informed that, the same was 
appealed before the Hon’ble Supreme Court by the BDA. As per the Paper Notification, it 
was mentioned that, ‘in view of the above and the project authority request letter’, as per 
my knowledge, the project proponent request letter was not available. The date of public 
hearing should be announced by KSPCB within 7 days from the date of submission of 
request letter. He stated that, in the said paper notification, the Regional Office, KSPCB, 
Yalahanka (Byatarayanapura) letter dated 03.07.2020 was not available and the Deputy 
Commissioner, Bengaluru (Urban District) letter No. MAG(4)CR/11/2020-21 dated 
30.06.2020 was also not available. The communication details between project proponent 
and Regional Office, KSPCB were not made available to the public. The date of public 
hearing notification in newspaper was 17.07.2020 but the date on the article is given as 
13.07.2020 which means the paper notification would have been published based on the 
latest communication dt: 03.07.2020 which is impossible. The project authority will 
submit a request letter to Pollution Control Board and the Pollution Control Board then 
approach the Deputy Commissioner regarding the public hearing informing that the 
meeting should be conducted under the Chairmanship of the Deputy Commissioner, But 
the date of KSPCB letter dt: 03.07.2020 and the Deputy Commissioner letter dt: 
30.06.2020 does not relate to each other. He is not sure of the procedure involved since 
the details were not available. He informed that all the relevant communications details 
should have also been provided and that there is no harm in making the provision for the 
availability of the details. 

As per the public hearing notification the Environmental Clearance (EC) for the project 
was already obtained in 2014. Then the Hon’ble NGT directed the BDA to carry out fresh 
EIA studies and further, BDA challenged the orders of the Hon’ble NGT before the Han’ble 
Supreme Court stating that all the facts given in EIA report are correct and the orders of 
the Hon’ble NGT is not applicable which means that there is a case at the Hon’ble 
Supreme Courtand what happened before the case and what happens after the case is 
considered to be significant. As stated by the project authority, before the Issue of 
Judgement from Hon’ble Supreme Court, submitted a letter to Member Secretary, SEIAA, 
Karnatakaon 12.11.2019 for the development of Eight Lane Peripheral Ring Road stating 
that the case pertaining to the project is pending at the Supreme Court and without 
prejudice to the appeal filed by the BDA in the Apex Court in the aforementioned SLP No. 
2566/2019 BDA has initiated to conduct fresh EIA studies appointing consultant through 


tender to obtain fresh Environmental Clearance. As per the Appendix-1 of the submitted 
online application, the project has been considered as Category ‘B’ project and in SI.No. 
14 —“Is there any court order to consider the project under Category A?”; the proponent 
has answered ‘Yes’ along with Annexure uploaded Court Order. He stated that the project 
authority themselves agreed that there is court order to consider the project as ‘A’ 
category nevertheless submitted the application as ‘B’ category. Further in SI. No. 9 of the 
application, the Schedule has been mentioned as ‘7(f)- Highways’ and as per the EIA 
Notification, 2006 when asked if “the project attracts General conditions if yes please 
specify”, the project authority says ‘No’. Further in the same application when asked 
about ‘areas already subjected to pollution and environmental damage’ the project 
authority says Jigani- Bommasandra Industrial area located at a distance of 4 km from the 
project alignment notified by CEP! Programme by CPCB and similarly, when asked about 
‘areas which are important or sensitive for ecological reasons’, the project authority says 
Puttenahalli Lake Birds Conservation Reserve located at a distance of 1.43 Km from the 
proposed project alignment and the project location toposheet Nos. 57G/12,57H/9 is also 
a part of the Thippagondanahalli Reservoir Catchment area notification where 
Kumudavathy and Arkavathy Catchments exists and Bannerghatta National Park also 
exists, However, the project authority says the General Conditions are not applicable even 
upon the existence of all these sensitive areas. This means the application submitted is 
false misguiding everyone by concealing the true facts. 


Further, it was said that the online application was submitted on 12.11,.2019and fresh EIA 
studies were conducted. Meanwhile, the Hon’ble Supreme Court issues its judgement on 
17.03.2020 along with several Directions. The project proponent says they have submitted 
the application for diversion of forest land on 08.06.2020and as informed earlier the BDA 
has submitted the request letter to KSPCB on 03.07.2020, requested Deputy 
Commissioner to conduct Public Hearing, published paper notification on 17.07.2020 and 
today the Public Hearing is being conducted on 18.08.2020 within 30 days where we have 
been gathered and the meeting is being conducted. 


As per the details available in the KSPCB website, in Annexure-4 Civil Appeal No. 
2566/2019 they have given only 4 pages containing only Directions which is actually 69 
pages. The section J. Directions of the Supreme Court Order says “bearing in mind the 
need to bring about a requisite balance, we propose to issue the following directions 
under Article 142 of the Constitution: i) the Appellant is directed to conduct a fresh rapid 
EIA for the proposed PRR project”. As said earlier, BDA had submitted the application on 
12.11.2019 when there is a case pending at Hon’ble Supreme Court may be accepted. 


‘apid’ EIA, hire a sector specific accredited EIA consultant”. In view of this, the EIA re port 


_eomesEurther as per the directions, “ii) the Appellant shall, for the purpose of conducting the 
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involves a NABET sector specific certificate. He agrees that the studies have been 
conducted by sector specific accredited EIA Consultant and has followed the directions of 
Supreme Court. He also agrees that all the said details are given in the EIA report. In 
continuation to the Directions, “iii) The Appellant shall have due regard to the various 
deficiencies noted in the present judgement as well as ensure that additional precautions 
are taken to account for the prevailing state of environment”. “iv) The Appellant shall 
ensure that the requisite clearance under various enactments have been obtained and 
submitted to the SEAC prior to the consideration by it of the information submitted by the 
appellant in accordance with the office memorandum issued by MOEF&CC from time to 
time”. The Court has informed to submit the application to SEAC but the project authority 
has submitted the application to SEIAA. The Directions of the Hon’ble Supreme Court is 
final and has to be followed by everyone. He questioned if the project authority have 
submitted the application to SEAC. He stated that the project authority have submitted 
the earlier application to SEIAA and hence submitted the fresh application to SEIAA, This is 
a violation of the Hon’ble Supreme Court Order. The project authority has misguided the 
Supreme Court by submitting the earlier proposal to SEIAA. As stated earlier, the project 
belongs to category ‘A’ since it attracts General Conditions. The Supreme Court has 
instructed to obtain all requisite Clearances for the project, but the project authority says 
they have submitted application for only diversion of forest land and not obtained the 
Clearance till date. He informs that the proponent is yet to obtain clearances for wildlife, 
Puttenahalli Conservation Reserve, Thippagonadanahalli Catchment Area, Geology, Tree, 
forest, etc. As per the Directions of Supreme Court, he further states “v) The SEAC shall 
thereafter assess the rapid EIA report and other information submitted to it under the 
2006 Notification. If it is of the opinion that the Appellant has complied with the 2006 
Notification as well as the directions issued by this Court, only then shall it recommend to 
the SEIAA the grant of EC for the proposed project. The SEAC and the SEIAA would lay 
down appropriate conditions concerning air, water, noise, land, biological and 
socioeconomic environment and other conditions it deems fit. vi) The Appellant shall 
consult the requisite authority to ensure that no potential damage is caused by the 
project to the petroleum pipelines over which the proposed road may be constructed”. He 
further complained that only 2 pages of Directions of the Supreme Court Order has been 
annexed in the report. 


As per the EIA Notification, 2006 as stated by the project authority in schedule 7(f) 
Highways, Category ‘A’ projects involves new National Highways and expansion of 
National Highways >30 km involving additional RoW >20 m and land acquisition. Similarly, 
Category ‘8B’ projects involve all State Highways and expansion projects in hilly terrain 
>1000 m AMSL and or ecologically sensitive areas. The last column in the EIA notification 
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consists‘conditions (if any) : General conditions shall apply and Highways includes 
expressways’. General Conditions says that ‘any project categorized as ‘B’ will be 
appraised at central level as category ‘A’ if located in whole or in part within 5 km from 
the boundary of i) Protected areas notified under Wildlife (Protection) Act, 1972. li) 
Critically polluted areas as identified by the CPCB constituted under Water (Prevention 
and Control of Pollution) Act, 1974 from time to time. iii) Eco-sensitive areas as notified 
under Subsection (ii) of section (iii) of Environment (Protection) Act, 1986. iv) Interstate 
boundaries and International boundaries. If we consider the Peripheral Ring Road project 
connecting the existing Tumkur Road and Hosur Road as State Highway project falling 
under category B, presence of Protected Area namely Bannerghatta National Park at a 
distance of 6.6 km from the proposed project does not attract the general conditions 
since it is >5 km from the project site. However, critically polluted areas such as Jigani 
Bommasandra Industrial area is located at a distance of 4 km and Peenya Industrial area 
at a distance of 3 km from the project site which is <5 km from the proposed project and 
general condition is applicable. The project authority also explained the presence of eco- 
sensitive areas such as Puttenahalli Bird Conservation Reserve at a distance of 1.4 km and 
Thippagondanahalli Catchment area through which 13.5 km of alignment passes involving 
removal of 9,000 trees and plantation activities in the ratio of 1:10 will be implemented. 
He informed that this eight lane Peripheral Ring Road with RoW of 100 m passes through 
the eco-sensitive area. He also stated that only a part of the project alignment i.e., 13.5 
km out of the entire 65.5 km passes through the TG Halli catchment area which attracts 
the general conditions ofthe EIA notification, 2006 and hence the project must be 
appraised as Category A. 

Category A projects will not be appraised by SEIAA, Karnataka and SEIAA, Karnataka does 
not have the authority to appraise Category A projects. According to the EIA notification, 
2006 the requirements of prior Environmental Clearance ‘the following projects activities 
shall require prior Environmental Clearance from regulatory Authority which shall 
hereinafter termed to be as the Central Government in the Ministry of Environment, 
Forests & Climate Change for Category A in the schedule and at State Level, the State 
Level Environment Impact Assessment Authority for matters falling under category B in 
the said schedule before any construction work or preparation of land by the project 
management except for securing the land started on the land for the project activity. All 
new projects are listed asSchedule to this notification’. Further, he also exclaimed that the 
project authority has submitted the application to SEIAA by suppressing the material facts 
and the project should have been appraised at Delhi. He also stated that even after doing 
fresh studies the project authority have submitted the application to the mon- 
jurisdictional Authority and obtained the ToRs, carried out the studies based on those 
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Further, in Chapter-13 Compliance to the observations of Hon’ble Supreme Court 
Judgement and Hon’ble NGT;during the submission of application to SEIAA, the forest 
land proposed to be diverted was only 1.53 Ha but now in the EIA report the land 
proposed to be diverted is mentioned as 10.117 Ha which is 10 times greater than the 
area given in the application. During the presentation, out of 10.117 Ha, it was also 
informed that the project authority is saving some forest land. He further said that there 
are many facts to be bought to the notice but due to insufficient time he is focusing on 
only tew important points. He also informed that the objections will be submitted in the 
written format. He also said that given the time he would share all his objections, 
suggestions and requests. He also exclaimed that the project involves removal of 16,000 
trees during the submission of application and in the report it was mentioned that more 
than 33,000 trees are proposed to be removed which is three times greater than that 
proposed in the application. 


He also informed the Supreme Court in its 69 pages of Judgment, explained the liabilities 
of SEIAA in detail and SEIAA has not done their work appropriately.He also said that the 
earlier EC was taken in 2014 from SEIAA, Karnataka and there may be some minor 
modifications in project details such as change in length from 65 km to 65.5 km, slight 
shifts in the alignment. However, the presence of Bannerghatta National Park, Jigani 
Bommasandra Industrial area, Peenya industrial area, Thippagondanahalli Catchment 
area, Jarakabandekaval Reserve Forest, Puttenahalli Lake Bird Conservation Reserve is 
also true. Keeping in view of this, he questioned the Project Authority regarding the 
submission of application to SEIAA, Karnataka. The project authority made a mistake from 
the beginning and have misguided the Supreme Court by not disclosing these details. 
Instead they only focused on time. The NGT have also stated that the details submitted 
are 5 years old. He also informed that the sector specific EIA consultants inspite of having 
knowledge of these facts, submitted the application to SEIAA, Karnataka. He stated that 
the consultants have obtained ToRs from non-jurisdictional authority and they are 
expressing that detailed studies have been done which is not valid. He informed that the 
project intention may be good but correct procedures must be followed. He also 
questioned regarding the flyovers proposed over 6 lakes and that if others do it they call it 
encroachment. He also expressed that many people who built their houses with requisite 
permits lost their properties overnight due to the rules and regulations pertaining to the 
lake encroachment. As per the rules, 30 m buffer in all directions must be considered and 
hence, he informed to plan the project by considering 30 m buffer. He expressed that 
project authority have planned this even after knowing the regulations and that there is 
no use of planning CSR or CER activities for these lakes upon proposing flyovers. He 
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insisted to shift the alignment and then plan for rejuvenation of lakes as part of CSR 
activities. 


Shri. C. Siddaramaiah, Senior Environmental Officer, KSPCB informed Shri.S. K. Vijaykumar 
to talk about environmental issues in brief and submit his objections / suggestions in 
writing regarding any violations of procedure/notifications, so that other participants can 
also get an opportunity to express their views. 


Shri. S. K. Vijaykumar stated that he will conclude his views and leave. He apologized to 
the public stating that he will conclude his views due to the request of the panel. He 
expressed that the project authority will do anything to get the project approval and all 
the reports prepared are illegal and violation to the orders. The project authority have not 
approached the respective offices for obtaining requisite approvals.He expressed that the 
ToRs are not obtained as per the guidelines and is obtained from non-jurisdictional 
authority. The report has been prepared as the ToRs obtained from non-jurisdictional 
authority. He gave all his views in written format to KSPCB. 


The Chairman of the Public Hearing and the Deputy Commissioner informed Shri, S. K. 
Vijaykumarthat, some of the points shared by him is considerable and all the lacunas or 
faults shared must be given in written format. He also shared that a separate virtual 
conference will also be conducted on 03.09.2020 to express your views. He also shared 
that all the views shared are noted, recorded and will be taken into consideration. He 
Further, insisted that Shri. Vijaykumar to participate in the virtual conference as the views 
shared are considerably significant and requested to give the details regarding the lapses 
in writing so that it will be considered. The public also requested to allow Shri. S. K. 
Vijaykumar to talk since his views are to be taken into consideration. The Deputy 
Commissioner once again informed that a separate meeting will be done regarding this 
and all his views are taken into consideration. 


Shri. Vijaykumar shared that, during the submission of application to SEIAA it was 
mentioned that ‘as per the opinion of the advocate general of Karnataka without any 
prejudice to the appeal filed by BDA has initiated to conduct fresh EIA studies appointing 
consultant through tender to obtain fresh Environmental Clearance’; but the project 
authority did not share relevant details thereby misguiding everyone. He also stated that 
he has no objection towards the implementation of the project but questions the 
procedure adopted towards obtaining the approval. He also expressed that all the trees 
_along Doddaballapur Road and Yelhanka Road has been removed which is unbearable. 


oFurther, the upcoming Nelamangala Doddaballapura road will also face the same fate. He 
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stated that trees greater than his age are also proposed to be removed and sald to 
maintain the quality of existing roads instead of proposing new roads. He also shared that 
in the report, the RoW is 100 m instead in a table showing bifurcation of 17 items such as 
gantry, cycle track, median, green space, etc. it is totaling to 113 m. The report also says 
that the project proponent will complete the project implementation within 4 years 
(2014-2018). He further requested time for 15 days for submission of other views. 


Shri, C. Siddaramaiah, Senior Environmental Officer, KSPCB further informed that the 
Chairman has given time to share the views/lapses and if the same is given in written 
format, the same will be added in the proceedings. 


Smt. ReenaMahendra, Avalahalli 

She expressed that Shri. Vijaykumar raised all the points that needed addressing and 
wanted to share only a few things. She requested to display the map being presented 
again and she informed that the proposed map of the alignment presented is incorrect 
and is not as per the Final PRR notification, 2007. Both starting points and ending points 
are incorrect so the first thing that needs to be established is that it is not an honest map. 
Second thing is that the detailed project report is not uploaded neither in BDA website 
nor in KSPCB website. Any kind of the impact assessment that needs to be done for any 
project for that matter needs a proper DPR. Without a DPR what kind of assessment was 
done when nobody really knows where the road goes. Main point is of course that the 
people of Bangalore wanted to participate in the hearing and because of the COVID they 
were unable to make it today. Because some of the papers had mixed reports that it had 
been cancelled and some said its not there; so the people who have come is fine, the 
people who live close by have come and those who are far away wanted to participate 
have been denied an opportunity to come and speak their views. That is not how a public 
hearing should be done. Public hearing has been attended by people from all the corners. 
So the main thing is how can a Public Hearing be done without a DPR. She also requested 
somebody from the BDA or somebody from KSPCB explain the actual route. She also 
expressed that, as per the previous Final notification of 2006-07, 216 houses were 
Proposed to be demolished, subsequently, 118 houses were addedin the Second 
notification totaling to 300 houses. And now, in EIA report generated by the company, 
1,451 structures have been marked for demolition. There is no list of the proposed 
structures to be demolished. There is no clarity on where these structures are located and 
a key issue for a lot of land losers over the past 15 years, nobody has specified as what 
amount has to be paid. As per the report it says it will be provided as guideline value of 
2005-06. She is not sure that the land losers will agree to the 2005-06 rate in 2020 and 
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clarification in that regard is essential. She also stated that everybody needs to know 
what they are losing and what they are not losing. 


5. Shri. Shrinivasa, Mavallipura 


He expressed that, due to the misconception regarding the cancellation of Public hearing 
as published by few newspapers, many people were unable to attend the Public hearing. 
He expressed that there were 29 days protest against the PRR near BDA office towards 
deciding compensation for the land losers. He also informed that though the land is 
finalized before 16 years the compensation has to be fixed as per the present rates, He 
also questioned the reason for the delay in implementation of the project and requested 
that a separate study to be conducted to identify the land owners.He expressed that, 
many families were lost their lives in anticipation of compensation for the PRR and the 
Government did not bother about it.The project involves the technical details, flyovers 
over 6 lakes, etc. But the farmers are losing nearly 1810 Acres of land and questioned why 
the authority have not made a study regarding this and the no. of families presently 
available. He stated that the report is unscientific.He expressed that the no. of farmers in 
this meeting is very less and the no. of officials present is more. He also stated that several 
agricultural land, gomalas, forest land are being destroyed due to this project. He said that 
there are several farmers whose livelihood depends on agriculture and livestock. He also 
expressed that the project alignment is running across ‘gomals’ which are very important 
piece of lands for livestock grazing. Due to the land acquisition, there is no place for 
grazing activities for livestock. Detailed studies regarding these have not been made. 


In 2006, when he got to know that 1 acre of his land will be acquired for PRR, he felt 
happy for the project. He stated that the public hearing has been called for discussing the 
environmental issues. He informed there is no significant benefit to the environment 
based on all these studies pertaining to environment, impacts, legal issues, reports. Today 
within the purview of BBMP there is a population of 1 Crore 30 Lakhs. In the Urban area 
within 1 km distance from the ring road there is a population of 30 Lakhs. He expressed 
that they are not ready to provide the land and they have also conducted protest and 
neither Government nor BDA have responded properly. At present ground water is not 
available at deepest lengths at Mavallipura and the water sources have been polluted. He 
expressed that the Environmental Impact Assessment Report has been prepared 
appropriately and appreciated it. He expressed that, in presentation, the project would 
reduce air pollution during operation phase. However, as per my opinion this would be 
true if it was implemented 15 years back. He also expressed that the Government is not 
implementing the MSW. rules properly. He also expressed that the project is not useful to 
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Environment and Public and hence requested to drop the project.This project has been 
planned based on the suitability of the real estate representatives. 


6. Shri. Shivakumar, Venkatala Village 


He expressed that some newspapers published that the public hearing has been 
postponed. Hence, many environmental activists could not attend the meeting. He 
questioned the project proponents and KSPCB regarding the cancellation of EPH for the 
project — an article published in newspaper on 18.08.2020. He expressed that the land 
losers of the project are in thousands and if two people from each family attend the 
meeting, the no. of participants in the meeting would have been more. He was clarified 
that the Member Secretary, KSPCB had given notification for conducting this meeting and 
if any cancellation/postponement of meeting should be notified by Member Secretary 
only. But, there is no such notification made by the Member Secretary regarding 
cancellation/postponement. 


7. Shri. Naidu, Nagenahalli Village 

He expressed the grief experienced by the Project Affected Persons pertaining to their 
land falling within the project alignment and informed that people purchase the lands in 
the alignment without any prior knowledge w.r.t the project alignment. He also informed 
that the project be planned in the outskirts of the Bangalore. He expressed his views 
regarding the non maintenance of the existing roads and lake encroachments, He also 
requested the proponents to drop the project. He also stated that this project has been 
planned based on the suitability of the real estate representatives and_ political 


representatives. Many people are not happy about the project and hence, it is best to 
drop the project. He also expressed that it is good if the project is implemented only if 
provision for suitable compensation for land losers is made available and the project has 
benefits if it is implemented in the outskirts of the City. In 2006, for the implementation of 
PRR the cost estimate was 33 crores for 1 km, but it is doubled now. He also questioned 
that what is the necessity of this road when the state is in economic crisis. He insisted to 
change the assignment of the road to outskirts of the city since the present alignment 
passes through city area. 


8. Shri. Naveen, Sheegihalli Village 

He informed the officials that the PRR alignment is being changed continuously since 15 
years. The alignment of the present proposal involves 50 to 200 m variation from the 
previous alignment. The land demarcation has not been carried out as per the alignment 
shown in the map provided under RTI.The people are not sure whose land falls within the 
project alignment. He informed that the officials finalize the exact alignment at the 
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The Chairman of the Environmental Public hearing Committee and Deputy Commissioner, 
Bengaluru Urban informed that every participant have shared their views and provided 
valid suggestions. The Chairman expressed that this meeting is not the final discussion 
pertaining to the project since it seems to be incomplete. Further, a provision of virtual 
conference involving participation from 150 people will be made on 03.09,2020 and 
people can further share their views during the conference and paper notifications 
pertaining to this will be published in daily newspapers. 


Shri. Shankar, Yelahanka 

He informed that BDA earlier planned the PRR with two Phases and now has been 
focusing upon only one phase involving integration of existing NICE Road. He also filed 
several cases against BDA pertaining to the PRR project since 2003. He also informed that 
the project alignment has been changed based on requests of the rich real estate 
representatives in order to save their lands. He has also submitted several objections 
pertaining to this and has not received any reply till date. He also said that the report is 
unscientific and prior notification has to be given pertaining to the village wise number of 
trees proposed to be removed so that people will know how many trees will be lost in 
their lands. 

He further explained that as per the earlier notification he was about to loose 13 m of the 
land and as per the existing alignment he would loose his entire house. As per the studies 
conducted by the GKVK students along the alignment about 70,000 trees are proposed to 
be removed. He also stated that the tree enumeration has not been done properly and 
requested the authority to re-conduct the studies pertaining to tree removal. 


Shri. Raghu, Huskur Village 

He stated that due to COVID-19 situation, they ended the protest. There is no relation 
between the NGT order and our opinions. He also said that they have expressed their 
positive opinions towards the project 15 years earlier. But BDA was not able to implement 
the project till date. He requested the officials to finalize the land acquisition process and 
compensation within 15-20 days. If the process is delayed further, the farmers may not 
support the project in the future. 


Shri. Jinesh Kumar, Yelahanka Village 

He welcomed the project and informed that the area adjoining to the proposed PRR 
alignment will be declared commercial with twice the premium FAR. He also informed 
that the green space has been planned towards the edge of the alignment and in the later 
stages the green space in front of the private properties won't be retained. He therefore 
requested to shift the green space to between the main carriageway and service road SO 
that it will be retained. He also expressed that no parking spaces within the 100m RoW 
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has been planned and requested that the width of service road be altered for parking 
space thereby reducing the air pollution. He also informed that he will submit his personal 
objections in writing. 


Shri. SachinMeega, President Karnataka Kisan Congress 

He expressed that removal of trees in such large number will lead to permanent damage. 
He stated that there is a huge difference in balancing the environment by replanting trees 
in the ratio 1:10 and destroying the existing environment permanently due to removal of 
trees. Farmers are not able to sell their lands since 15 years due to the project and delay 
in land acquisition process and providing compensation. The project alignment is being 
changed continuously and the area of the land to be acquired owned by a farmer has 
been increased. On behalf of the farmers, he requested BDA to prepare a new budget 
pertaining to the land acquisition and acquire the land as per the existing land acquisition 
notification norms similar to BMRCL metro project. He insisted to provide justice to the 
farmers and providing solutions to their problems. 


Shri. Vijay Nishanth, Member of Bio-diversity Management Committee, BBMP, 
Bengaluru 

He expressed that many farmers and public were not able to attend the EPH due to 
misconception towards the newspaper article stating that the EPH has been cancelled and 
requested to re-conduct the EPH within the City limits so that everyone can attend the 
meeting. He supported the project but expressed his concerns pertaining to the 
replantation activities and requested to carry out the replantation activities as per the 
guidelines and set a model to the nation. 


He also informed that a separate report be prepared and submitted regarding the impact 
of removal of 9,304 trees in the TG Halli Catchment area. He also questioned the 
authorities regarding conducting Public Consultation during COVID-19 situation and wants 
postponed to January when the COVID-19 situation be under control. He also informed 
that many people would not be able to attend the meeting since they are in containment 
zones. He also recommended to plant indigenous plant species within the RoW and 
transplantation activities be carried out for tree species such as Aala and Arali within the 
RoW itself. He also requested to carry out 4 to 5 line tree plantation within the RoW. 


He expressed that one of the main reason for not supporting such projects is that 
replantation activities are not being implemented properly especially in Metro project. 
According to IISc, the green space in the City has been reduced from 8% to 3%. As said by 
the farmers, it is impossible to recreate the greenbelt as per the existing environment. He 
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stated that implementation of any project should be done with the consent of the public. 
He also requested that a separate e-mail ID be given to the public to share their 
queries/concerns/suggestions pertaining to the project. 


Shri. Rajan, Venkatala Village 

He said that he is a Project Affected Person since 2005. Firstly, he thanked the KSPCB for 
conducting the Public Hearing for the project. But during the COVID-19 situation gathering 
of more than 50 people is not allowed. However, the public hearing has been conducted 
with more than 50 people violating the rules, He also informed that the newspapers have 
mislead the public pertaining to the postponement of the Public Hearing. The main 
objective of the public hearing is to minimize the traffic congestion within the city. He 
questioned for the implementation of Hebbal Ring Road large number of trees were 
removed and those trees were not compensated by replantation activities. 

He requested that the Re-plantation of trees be carried out strictly. Presently, expansion 
of all existing roads into 2 lanes such as Jakkur Road and Doddaballapur Road are being 
done. In such situation he questioned the need for PRR project. As per the LAQ act, 1984 
the process has to be completed within 5 Years but it has been 15 years in this case. It was 
informed that the project will be implemented by 2014 but the land acquisition process 
has not yet been initiated. There are more than 50 cases on BDA pertaining to various 
projects and BDA has not responded to any of it. There are already well developed roads 
connecting to the Bangalore International Airport such as Nelamangala Road. There is no 
need of PRR to reach Devanahalli Road. He also requested that the alignment be changed 
from Dabaspete, Devanahalli to Hosuru Road to reduce traffic congestion and that the 
present proposal is not required. He stated that the problems due to removal of trees 
hasincreased day by day. This leads to environmental pollution. The public has no 
objection in the implementation of the project but it is essential to disclose the 
appropriate details to the public. He also informed that there is no need for road with a 
width of 100 mand there are no such roads in our nation. He insisted on implementing 2 
lane road instead of 100 m Row. Even Hosur road is not 100 m wide. There is no need to 
leave 20 to 30 m distance at the middle of the road. If the project was implemented 
earlier the cost would have been550 Crores. But now after 15 years, the project would 
cost 15100 Crores. Thousands of farmers would suffer due to the delay in the 
implementation of the project. Ring road is not in the circular nature. The distance 
between Yelhanka and Hebbal is 8 km and there is no significant use’in such huge 
distance, The faster the implementation of the project lesser the project cost. The tree 
conditions along Dabaspete road has been destroyed due to such projects and hence such 


projects are not essential. 
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Shri. C. Siddaramaiah, Senior Environmental Officer, KSPCB, informed that all the 
views/suggestions/queries shared toady will be submitted to the SEIAA; Further, in 
addition to today’s public hearing all the stake holders will be given one more opportunity 
through Webinar to participate and submit their objections/suggestions on the proposed 
project and thanked everyone for participating in the Public Hearing. 


7 .. 1.A.S.) 
Deputy Commissioner 
& Chairman-District Environmental Public 
Hearing Committee, 
. Bengaluru Urban District. 
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COMPLIANCE TO PROCEEDINGS OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL PUBLIC HEARING HELD ON 
18.08.2020 


di, 


COMPLIANCE TO THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL PUBLIC HEARING 
HELD ON 18.08.2020. 


2K KKK 


Shri. Sibgath, Bidarahalli 


He desired to know about the proposed number and locations of the toll plazas throughout the 
alignment and whether the width of the toll plaza is exactly the width of RoW or it may exceed the 
width of RoW. 


Compliance: 

Dr. Shantha Rajanna, Engineer Member, BDA clarified that a total of 17 toll plazas are 
proposed and the proposed PRR is crossing seven major cross junction roads, two toll plazas 
were planned at each intersection at the entry and exit locations. These toll plazas were 
planned close to the major intersections nearly for about 100 m distance where there are 
availability of land. 


Shri. B. C. Venugopal, Bengaluru 


He requested the Finance Department of Government of Karnataka to avail Central assistance for 
implementation of the project and make a separate budget provision for the same. He expressed 
that the project is good for the present generation especially the children of our nation where we 
are very difficult to find a country who are opposing our knowledge so that the Bangalore is 
Centrally placed for developing our nation. He also suggested to make provision in the budget to 
implement the project in a time bound manner. He also suggested to involve the Indian Training 
Institute (ITI) as the part of Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR) activities and making use of the 
timber/wood of the removed trees for making use of furniture required for the Govt. Schools. 


Positive response. All the suggestions will be incorporated in the project. 
Shri. S. K. Viiaykumar, Doddaballapura 


Firstly, he expressed that, paper advertisement has been given for conducting Environmental Public 
hearing. He stated that, in the said paper notification, list of 16 places of availability of project 
documents as per EIA Notification has been given totaling to 90 offices which includes Gram 
Panchayaths, ward offices, municipal councils, etc. His contention is how many of these officers are 
present today for the public hearing since they are the actual implementers and operators of the 
project. He stated that they will call for the meeting, we came and went but who will monitor and 
implement the project? Local people and offices are responsible. The road length is 65.50 km but 
here not even 60 people attended the public hearing. Hosur road is nearly 30 Km from this place. If 
the local people are not aware of the public hearing, then there is no point in conducting this public 
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hearing also. If the project authorities are already decided to implement, then they will do it 
anyways irrespective of defects and illegalities. 


Secondly, he expressed that, the public hearing has been conducted as per EIA notification, 2006 but 
there is no guidelines/ notification available. He urged that, it is not sufficient that only 
implementing agencies understand the EIA Notification but public should also understand. Project 
authorities informed that the documents are annexed and available but he stated that he has taken 
from the website. There is no mention of EIA Notification, 2006 anywhere else in the project 
documents. He expressed that, as per the presentation, the earlier EC was stayed by the NGT due to 
deficiency in the earlier EIA report and directed to prepare the fresh EIA studies. It was informed 
that, the same was appealed before the Hon'ble Supreme Court by the BDA. As per the Paper 
Notification, it was mentioned that, ‘in view of the above and the project authority request letter, as 
per my knowledge, the project proponent request letter was not available. The date of public 
hearing should be announced by KSPCB within 7 days from the date of submission of request letter. 
He stated that, in the said paper notification, the Regional Office, KSPCB, Yalahanka 
(Byatarayanapura) letter dated 03.07.2020 was not available and the Deputy Commissioner, 
Bengaluru (Urban District) letter No. MAH(4)CR/11/2020-21 dated 30.06.2020 was also not 
available. The communication details between project proponent and Regional Office, KSPCB were 
not made available to the public. The date of public hearing notification in newspaper was 
17.07.2020 but the date on the article is given as 13.07.2020 which means the paper notification 
would have been published based on the latest communication dt: 03.07.2020 which is impossible. 
The project authority will submit a request letter to Pollution Control Board and the Pollution 
Control Board then approach the Deputy Commissioner regarding the public hearing informing 
that the meeting should be conducted under the Chairmanship of the Deputy Commissioner. But the 
date of KSPCB letter dt: 03.07.2020 and the Deputy Commissioner letter dt: 30.06.2020 does not 
relate to each other. He is not sure of the procedure involved since the details were not available. He 
informed that all the relevant communications details could have also been provided and that there 
is no harm in making the provision of the availability of the details. 

As per the public hearing notification the Environmental Clearance (EC) for the project was already 
obtained in 2014. Then the Hon'ble NGT directed the BDA to carry out fresh EIA studies and further, 
BDA challenged the orders of the Hon'ble NGT before the Hon'ble Supreme Court stating that all the 
facts given in EIA report are correct and the orders of the Hon'ble NGT is not applicable which 
means that there is a case at the Hon'ble Supreme Court and what happened before the case and 
what happens after the case is considered to be significant. As stated by the project authority, 
before the issue of Judgement from Hon'ble Supreme Court, submitted a letter to Member Secretary, 
SEIAA, Karnataka on 12.11.2019 for the development of Eight Lane Peripheral Ring Road stating 
that the case pertaining to the project is pending at the Supreme Court and without prejudice to the 
appeal filed by the BDA in the Apex Court in the aforementioned SLP No. 2566/2019 BDA has 
initiated to conduct fresh EIA studies appointing consultant through tender to obtain fresh 
Environmental Clearance. As per the Appendix-1 of the submitted online application, the project has 
been considered as Category ‘B’ project and in Sl.No. 14 - “Is there any court order to consider the 
project under Category A?”; the proponent has answered ‘Yes’ along with Annexure uploaded Court 
Order. He stated that the project authority themselves agreed that there is court order to consider 


the project as ‘A’ category nevertheless applied the application as ‘B’ category. Further in SI. No. 9 of 
the application, the Schedule has been mentioned as ‘7(f)- Highways’ and as per the EIA 
Notification, 2006 when asked if “the project attracts General conditions if yes please specify”, the 
project authority says ‘No’. Further in the same application when asked about ‘areas already 
subjected to pollution and environmental damage’ the project authority says Jigani- Bommasandra 
Industrial area located at a distance of 4 km from the project alignment notified by CEPI 
Programme by CPCB and similarly, when asked about ‘areas which are important or sensitive for 
ecological reasons’, the project authority says Puttenahalli Lake Birds Conservation Reserve located 
at a distance of 1.43 Km from the proposed project alignment and the project location toposheet 
Nos. 57G/12, 57H/9 is also a part of the Thippagondanahalli Reservoir Catchment area notification 
where Kumudavathy and Arkavathy Catchments exists and Bannerghatta National Park also exists. 
However, the project authority says the General Conditions are not applicable even upon the 
existence of all these sensitive areas. This means the application submitted is false misguiding 
everyone by covering the true facts. 


Further, it was said that the online application was submitted on 12.11.2019 and fresh EIA studies 
were conducted. Meanwhile, the Hon’ble Supreme Court issues its judgement on 17.03.2020 along 
with several Directions. The project proponent says they have submitted the application for 
diversion of forest land on 08.06.2020 and as informed earlier the BDA has submitted the request 
letter to KSPCB on 03.07.2020, requested Deputy Commissioner to conduct Public Hearing, 
published paper notification on 17.07.2020 and today the Public Hearing is being conducted on 
18.08.2020 within 30 days where we have been gathered and the meeting is being conducted. 


As per the details available in the KSPCB website, in Annexure-4 Civil Appeal No. 2566/2019 they 
have given only 4 pages involving only Directions which is actually 69 pages. The section J. 
Directions of the Supreme Court Order says “bearing in mind the need to bring about a requisite 
balance, we propose to issue the following directions under Article 142 of the Constitution: i) the 
Appellant is directed to conduct a fresh rapid EIA for the proposed PRR project”. As said earlier, 
BDA had submitted the application on 12.11.2019 when there is a case pending at Hon’ble Supreme 
Court may be accepted. Further as per the directions, “ii) the Appellant shall, for the purpose of 
conducting the rapid EIA, hire a sector specific accredited EIA consultant”. In view of this, the EIA 
report involves a NABET sector specific certificate. He agrees that the studies have been conducted 
by sector specific accredited EIA Consultant and has followed the directions of Supreme Court. He 
also agrees that all the said details are given in the EIA report. In continuation to the Directions, 
“jii) The Appellant shall have due regard to the various deficiencies noted in the present judgement 
as well as ensure that additional precautions are taken to account for the prevailing state of 
environment”. “iv) The Appellant shall ensure that the requisite clearance under various 
enactments have been obtained and submitted to the SEAC prior to the consideration by it of the 
information submitted by the appellant in accordance with the office memorandum issued by 
MoEF&CC from time to time”. The Court has informed to submit the application to SEAC but the 
project authority has submitted the application to SEIAA. The Directions of the Hon'ble Supreme 
Court is final and has to be followed by everyone. He questioned if the project authority have 
submitted the application to SEAC. He stated that the project authority have submitted the earlier 
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permits lost their properties overnight due to the rules and regulations pertaining to the lake 
encroachment. As per the rules, 30 m buffer in all directions must be considered and hence, he 
informed to plan the project by considering 30 m buffer. He expressed that project authority have 
planned this even after knowing the regulations and that there is no use of planning CSR or CER 
activities for these lakes upon proposing flyovers. He insisted to shift the alignment and then plan 
for rejuvenation of lakes as part of CSR activities. 


Shri. C. Siddaramaiah, Senior Environmental Officer, KSPCB informed Shri. S. K. Vijaykumar to talk 
only about environmental issues in brief and submit his objections / suggestions in writing 
regarding any violations of procedure/notifications, so that other participants can also get an 
opportunity to express their views. 


Shri. S. K. Vijaykumar stated that he will conclude his views and leave. He apologized to the public 
stating that he concluded his views due to the request of the Panel. He expressed that the project 
authority will do anything to get the project approval and all the reports prepared are illegal and 
violation to the orders. The project authority have not approached the respective offices for 
obtaining requisite approvals. He expressed that the ToRs are not obtained as per the guidelines 
and is obtained from non-jurisdictional authority. The report has been prepared as the ToRs 
obtained from non-jurisdictional authority. He gave all his views in written format to KSPCB. 


The Chairman of the Public Hearing and the Deputy Commissioner informed Shri. S. kK. Viiaykumar 
that, some of the points shared by him is considerable and all the lacunas or faults shared must be 
given in written format. He also shared that a separate virtual conference will also be conducted on 
03.09.2020 to express your views. He also shared that all the views shared are noted, recorded and 
will be taken into consideration. He Further, insisted that Shri. Vijaykumar participate in the virtual 
conference as the views shared are considerably significant and requested to give the details 
regarding the lapses in writing so that it will be considered. The public also requested to allow Shri. 
S. K. Vijaykumar to talk since his views are to be taken into consideration. The Deputy 
Commissioner once again informed that a separate meeting will be done regarding this and all his 
views are taken into consideration. 


Shri. Vijaykumar shared that during the submission of application to SEIAA it was mentioned that 
‘as per the opinion of the advocate general of Karnataka without any prejudice to the appeal filed 
by BDA has initiated to conduct fresh EIA studies appointing consultant through tender to obtain 
fresh Environmental Clearance’; but the project authority did not share relevant details thereby 
misguiding everyone. He also stated that he has no objection towards the implementation of the 
project but questions the procedure adopted towards obtaining the approval. He also expressed 
that all the trees along Doddaballapur Road and Yelhanka Road has been removed which Is 
unbearable. Further, the upcoming Nelamangala Doddaballapura road will also face the same fate. 
He stated that trees greater than his age are also proposed to be removed and said to maintain the 
quality of existing roads instead of proposing new roads. He also shared that in the report, the RoW 
is 100 m instead in a table showing bifurcation of 17 items such as gantry, cycle track, median, 
green space, etc. it is totaling to 113 m. The report also says that the project proponent will 


complete the project implementation within 4 years (2014-2018). He further requested time for 15 
days for submission of other views. 


Shri. C. Siddaramaiah, Senior Environmental Officer, KSPCB further informed that the Chairman has 
given time to share the views/lapses and if the same is given in written format, the same will be 
added in the proceedings. 


The Environmental Public Hearing has been conducted under the chairmanship of the 
Deputy Commissioner, Bengaluru Urban District. The Environmental Public Hearing has 
been conducted on 18.08.2020 as per the provisions of the EIA Notifications, 2006 and its 
subsequent amendments. The KSPCB further published about the Environmental Public 
Hearing and Virtual Public Hearing in the Kannada Daily newspaper “Kannada Prabha” and 
English Daily newspaper “Deccan Herald” on 17.07.2020 and 01.09.2020 respectively by 
inviting the responses orally/writing/e-mail to KSPCB/Chairman, District Environmental 
Public Hearing Committee, Bengaluru Urban District from the concerned persons having 
plausible stake in the environmental aspects of the project or activity within 30 days from 
the date of publication of the paper notification. Further the Environmental Public Hearing 
was conducted on 18.08.2020 and subsequently Virtual Environmental Public Hearing were 
conducted on 23.09.2020. 


BDA Vide letter dt: 18.06.2020 submitted the project documents to KSPCB and requested to 
conduct the Public Hearing. As per the EIA Notification, 2006 and it subsequent 
amendments, the EIA/EMP report along with Executive Summaries (English and Kannada) 
has to be made available for the public to obtain comments and suggestions and a paper 
notification informing the date and venue of the Environmental Public Hearing has to be 
made in the daily newspapers which has been complied. Further, it is not mandatory to 
make the communication between the project proponent and KSPCB, Regional Office 
available for public. 


The Deputy Commissioner, Bengaluru Urban vide letter dt: 30.06.2020 informed the Member 
Secretary, KSPCB to conduct the Environmental Public Hearing on 18.08.2020. Further, the 
Environmental Officer, Regional Office, Yelahanka quoting the Deputy Commissioner, 
Bengaluru Urban letter requested the Member Secretary, KSPCB to conduct the 
Environmental Public Hearing on 18.08.2020 on 03.07.2020. In view; of the above, request 
for paper notification informing the general public about the Environmental Public hearing 
was sent on 13.07.2020 and the same was published in daily newspapers on 17.07.2020. 
Further, details of the same will be provided upon request. 


The application for obtaining ToRs was submitted on 13.11.2019 during which the said 
Supreme Court case (C.A.No.2566/2019) was still under scrutiny. However, as per the 
directions of Hon’ble NGT and without prejudice to the orders of the Hon’ble Supreme Court, 
fresh application was submitted to SEIAA for issue of ToRs for the project. Further, as per 


Clause J. 83 (IV &V) of the Supreme Court Judgement dt:17.03.2020, it was directed that the 
proponent submit the application to SEIAA/SEAC and obtain necessary clearances prior to 
the consideration for issue of Environmental Clearance. 


As per the Hon'ble Supreme Court directions dt: 17.03.2020, the project qualifies under 7(f) 
of the EIA Notification, 2006 and its amendments and hence, ‘General Conditions’ are also 
applicable. Peenya Industrial Area and Jigani-Bommasandra Industrial Area which are 
notified as severely polluted area and critically polluted areas by CPCB are located at a 
distance of 3.4 Km and 4 km respectively from the proposed project alignment. 


The proposed PRR project involves diversion of 7.91 Ha of forest land in Sy. No. 59 belonging 
to Jarakabandekaval RF and attracts the provisions of the Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980. 
Hence, application for diversion of forest land was submitted on 08.06.2020 in MOEF&CC 
online portal. Further, Jarakabandekaval RF does not fall under the category of Protected 
Areas. 


Puttenahalli Bird Conservation Reserve is located at a distance of 1.49 km from the 
proposed PRR alignment. However, ESZ guidelines are not applicable for the Conservation 
Reserves. The details of requisite clearances to be obtained prior to the consideration by 
SEAC are explained in Section 1.4 of Chapter-1. 


Further, a clarification regarding the categorization of the proposed project was submitted 
to MoEF&CC on 07.09.2020 and upon detailed discussions with the Director & Member 
Secretary, Expert Appraisal Committee (EAC), MoEF&CC it was informed that the Judgement 
of the Hon’ble Supreme Court stands viable. 


The entire Supreme Court Judgement dt: 17.03.2020 consists 69 pages which would make 
the EIA/EMP report voluminous. However, the details of case number and judgement is 
given so that it can be referred on the online portal. 


The project proponent agrees that there is change in forest land from 1.53 Ha (application) 
to 10.12 Ha (Draft EIA) and finally to 7.91 Ha (Forest clearance application) and change in 
no of trees proposed to be removed. The pre-feasibility report/application was prepared 
based on the secondary data available prior to the studies whereas, the purpose of baseline 
data collection is to analyze all the facts in detail and present it in EIA/EMP report. Factually 
correct data will be arrived upon detailed survey and analysis as part of baseline data 
collection. 


Further, flyovers are proposed along 6 lakes to minimize the impact on lakes. Necessary 
precautionary measures will be ensured during construction phase as mentioned in Section- 
4.1.3 and 4.2.3 of Chapter-4. Necessary permission for the same will be obtained from the 
authority. 


The median of the proposed project is 13 m which is further divided into open drain of 5 m 
and granular shoulder of 8 m. Further details of the other 16 components totaling to 100 m 
are given in Table 2.10 of Chapter-2. The EIA/EMP report has been prepared as the EIA 
Notification, 2006 and its subsequent amendments. 


Smt. Reena Mahendra, Avalahalli 


She expressed that Shri. Vijaykumar raised all the points that needed addressing and wanted to 
share only a few things. She requested to display the map being presented again and she informed 
that the proposed map of the alignment presented is incorrect and is not as per the Final PRR 
notification, 2007. Both starting points and ending points is incorrect so the first thing that needs to 
be established is that it is not an honest map. Second thing is that the Detailed project report is not 
uploaded neither in BDA website nor in KSPCB website. Any kind of the impact assessment that 
needs to be done for any project for that matter needs a proper DPR. Without a DPR what kind of 
assessment was done when nobody really knows where the road goes. Main point is of course that 
the people of Bangalore wanted to participate in the hearing and because of the COVID they were 
unable to make it today. Because some of the papers had mixed reports that it had been cancelled 
and some said its not there; so the people who have come is fine, the people who live close by have 
come and those who are far away wanted to participate have been denied an opportunity to come 
and speak their views. That is not how a public hearing should be done. Public hearing has be 
attended by people from all the corners. So the main thing is how can a Public Hearing be done 
without a DPR. She also requested somebody from the BDA or somebody from KSPCB explain the 
actual route. She also expressed that, as per the previous Final notification of 2006-07, 216 houses 
were proposed to be demolished, subsequently, 118 houses were added in the Second notification 
totaling to 300 houses. And now, in EIA report generated by the company, 1,451 structures have 
been marked for demolition. There is no list of the proposed structures to be demolished. There is no 
clarity on where these structures are located and a key issue for a lot of land losers over the past 15 
years, nobody has specified as what amount has to be paid. As per the report it says it will be 
provided as guideline value of 2005-06, She is not sure that the land losers will agree to the 2005-06 
rate in 2020 and clarification in that regard is essential. She also stated that everybody needs to 
know what they are loosing and what they are not loosing. 


Compliance: 

The maps and fresh EIA/EMP report has been prepared based on the Final Notification for 
Land acquisition issued by GoK on 29.06.2007. The proposed project has been under 
discussion since 2005 and several reports pertaining to the project has been released for the 
public reference since then. Hence, publishing the DPR prior to Environmental Public 


Hearing is not mandatory. 


The Environmental Public Hearing has been conducted on 18.08.2020 as per the provisions 
of the EIA Notifications, 2006 and its subsequent amendments. Keeping in view of the 
present pandemic COVID-19 situation, the Environmental Public Hearing was conducted as 
per the guidelines issued by the BBMP with necessary precautionary measures such as 
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thermal screening, distribution of masks, face shields, gloves, utilization of hand sanitizers, 
seating arrangements with not more than 50 seats at two separate platforms with social 
distancing. 


Considering the pandemic situation, a Virtual Public Hearing was also conducted on 
23.09.2020 through Zoom platform, so that the public can participate in the meeting and 
give their submissions from their homes. The proposed PRR project is entirely in Bengaluru 
Urban District and the population are very familiar with smartphones, internet connections, 
data usage and online technology. The virtual Environmental Public Hearing was 
successfully conducted with more than 300 participants. 


As per the preliminary topographical survey, about 1,451 structures has been recorded. 
Further details on the location of the structures will be given upon completion of Social 
Impact Assessment studies for the project. During which a separate consultation will again 
be held for obtaining public comments/suggestions. 


The compensation will be paid as per the Hon’ble Supreme Court Judgement dt: 20.01.2022 
in Miscellaneous Application No(s).1614-1616 of 2019 in Miscellaneous Application 
No(s).1346-1348 of 2019 in Civil Appeal No(s). 7661-7663 of 2018 and BDA Act, 1976. 


Shri. Shrinivasa, Mavalipura 


He expressed that, due to the misconception regarding the cancellation of Public hearing as 
published by few newspapers, many people were unable to attend the Public hearing. He expressed 
that there were 29 days protest against the PRR near BDA office towards deciding compensation for 
the land losers. He also informed that though the land is finalized before 16 years the compensation 
has to be fixed as per the present rates. He also questioned the reason for the delay in 
implementation of the project and requested that a separate study to be conducted to identify the 
land owners. He expressed that, many families were lost their lives in anticipation of compensation 
for the PRR and the Government did not bother about it. The project involves the technical details, 
flyovers over 6 lakes, etc. But the farmers are loosing nearly 1810 Acres of land and questioned why 
the authority have not made a study regarding this and the no. of families presently available. He 
stated that the report is unscientific. He expressed that the no. of farmers in this meeting is very less 
and the no. of official present is more. He also stated that several agricultural land, gomalas, forest 
land are being destroyed due to this project. He said that there are several farmers whose livelihood 
depends on agriculture and livestock. He also expressed that the project alignment is running across 
‘gomals’ which are very important piece of lands for livestock grazing. Due to the land acquisition, 
there is no place for grazing activities for livestock. Detailed studies regarding these have not been 
made. 


In 2006, when he got to know that 1 acre of his land will be acquired for PRR, he felt happy for the 


project. He stated that the public hearing has been called for discussing the environmental issues. 
He informed there is no significant benefit to the environment based on all these studies pertaining 
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to environment, impacts, legal issues, reports. Today within the purview of BBMP there is a 
population of 1 Crore 30 Lakhs. In the Urban area within 1 km distance from the ring road there is 
a population of 30 Lakhs. He expressed that they are not ready to provide the land and they have 
also conducted protest and neither Government nor BDA have responded properly. At present 
ground water is not available at deepest lengths at Mavalipura and the water sources have been 
polluted. He expressed that the Environmental Impact Assessment Report has been prepared 
appropriately and appreciated it. He expressed that, in presentation, the project would reduce air 
pollution during operation phase. However, as per my opinion this would be true if it was 
implemented 15 years back. He also expressed that the Government is not implementing the MSW 
rules properly. He also expressed that the project is not useful to Environment and Public and hence 
it is requested to drop the project. This project has been planned based on the suitability of the real 
estate representatives. 


Compliance: 

The compensation will be paid as per the Hon'ble Supreme Court Judgement dt: 20.01.2022 
in Miscellaneous Application No(s).1614-1616 of 2019 in Miscellaneous Application 
No(s).1346-1348 of 2019 in Civil Appeal No(s). 7661-7663 of 2018 and BDA Act, 1976. 


As per the preliminary topographical survey, the project requires 1,810 acres of land and 
about 1,451 structures has been recorded within the proposed RoW. Further details on the 
location of the structures will be given upon completion of Social Impact Assessment studies 
for the project which is a separate study pertaining to Land acquisition. During which a 
separate consultation will again be held for obtaining public comments/suggestions. 


The proposed project requires acquisition of 733 Ha with Government land and Private land. 
PRR does involve diversion of Gomalas and the proposed alignment has been planned so as 
to avoid the private land acquisition. Necessary measures or alternatives will be explored so 
as to avoid Gomalas. Further, in such unavoidable situations, BDA in coordination with 
Department of Animal Husbandry & Veterinary Services, Govt. of Karnataka will create 
Goshalas for the benefit of livestock. 


Shri. Shivakumar, Venkatala Village 


He expressed that some newspapers published that the public hearing has been postponed. Hence, 
many environmental activists could not attend the meeting. He questioned the project proponents 
and KSPCB regarding the cancellation of EPH for the project - an article published in newspaper on 
18.08.2020. He expressed that the land losers of the project is in thousands and if two people from 
each family attend the meeting, the no. of participants in the meeting would have been more. He 
was clarified that the Member Secretary, KSPCB had given notification for conducting this meeting 
and if any cancellation/postponement of meeting should be notified by Member Secretary only. But, 
there is no such notification made by the Member Secretary regarding cancellation/postponement. 


Compliance: 
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A paper notification would have been issued by the Member Secretary, KSPCB prior to the 
meeting if the Public Consultation was cancelled. But no such notifications were issued and 
the Public Consultation was held on 18.08.2020 with necessary precautionary measures 
keeping in view of the ongoing pandemic situation. 


Shri. Naidu, Nagenahalli Village 


He expressed the grief experienced by the Project Affected Persons pertaining to their land falling 
within the project alignment and informed that people purchase the lands in the alignment without 
any prior knowledge w.r.t the project alignment. He also informed that the project be planned in the 
outskirts of the Bangalore. He expressed his views regarding the non maintenance of the existing 
roads and lake encroachments. He also requested the proponents to drop the project. He also stated 
that this project has been planned based on the suitability of the real estate representatives and 
political representatives. Many people are not happy about the project and hence, it is best to drop 
the project. He also expressed that it is good if the project is implemented only if provision for 
suitable compensation for land losers is made available and the project has benefits if it is 
implemented in the outskirts of the City. In 2006, for the implementation of PRR the cost estimate 
was 33 Crores for 1 km, but it is doubled now. He also questioned that what is the necessity of this 
road when the state is in economic crisis. He insisted to change the assignment of the road to 
outskirts of the city since the present alignment passes through city area. 


Compliance: 
The compensation will be paid as per the Hon'ble Supreme Court Judgement dt: 20.01.2022 
in Miscellaneous Application No(s).1614-1616 of 2019 in Miscellaneous Application 


No(s).1346-1348 of 2019 in Civil Appeal No(s). 7661-7663 of 2018 and BDA Act, 1976. 
Shri. Naveen, Sheegihalli Village 


He informed the officials that the PRR alignment is being changed continuously since 15 years. The 
alignment of the present proposal involves 50 to 200 m variation from the previous alignment. The 
land demarcation has not been carried out as per the alignment shown in the map provided under 
RTI. The people are not sure whose land falls within the project alignment. He informed that the 
officials finalize the exact alignment at the earliest. 


Compliance: 

Government of Karnataka vide Government order no. UDD 399 MNX 2006, Bangalore dt: 
29.06.2007 issued Final Notification for Land acquisition of 733 ha (1810.18 acres) in 67 
villages. Therefore, the alignment will not be changed entirely and the project will be 
implemented with minor modifications (if any) upon obtaining requisite approval. Further, 
Social Impact Assessment studies are also under progress which upon completion will 
provide the information on finalization of the exact alignment. 
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The Chairman of the Environmental Public hearing Committee and Deputy Commissioner, 
Bengaluru Urban informed that every participant have shared their views and provided 
valid suggestions. The Chairman expressed that this meeting is not the final discussion 
pertaining to the project since it seems to be incomplete. Further, a provision of virtual 
conference involving participation from 150 people will be made on 03.09.2020 and people 
can further share their views during the conference and paper notifications pertaining to 
this will be published in daily newspapers. 


Shri. Shankar, Yelahanka 


He informed that BDA earlier planned the PRR with two Phases and now has been focusing upon 
only one phase involving integration of existing NICE Road. He also applied several cases against 
BDA pertaining to the PRR project since 2003. He also informed that the project alignment has been 
changed based on requests of the rich real estate representatives in order to save their lands. He has 
also submitted several objections pertaining to this and has not received any reply till date. He also 
said that the report is unscientific and prior notification has to be given pertaining to the village 
wise number of trees proposed to be removed so that people will know how many trees will be lost 
in their lands, 

He further explained that as pet the earlier notification he was about to loose 13 m of the land and 
as per the existing alignment he would loose his entire house. As per the studies conducted by the 
GKVK students along the alignment about 70,000 trees are proposed to be removed. He also stated 
that the tree enumeration has not been done properly and requested the authority to re-conduct the 
studies pertaining to tree removal. 


Compliance: 

Government of Karnataka vide Government order no. UDD 399 MNX 2006, Bangalore dt: 
29.06.2007 issued Final Notification for Land acquisition of 733 ha (1810.18 acres) in 67 
villages. Therefore, the alignment will not be changed entirely and the project will be 
implemented with minor modifications (if any) upon obtaining requisite approval. 


The tree enumeration has been carried out in the proposed PRR alignment as per the Final 
Notification dt: 29.06.2007 issued by Government of Karnataka. A total of 33,838 trees are 
recorded in the proposed RoW of PRR alignment. Chainage wise details of the trees are 
provided in the Annexure-15 of the EIA/EMP report. 


Shri. Raghu, Huskur Village 


He stated that due to COVID-19 situation, they ended the protest. There is no relation between the 
NGT order and our opinions. He also said that they have expressed their positive opinions towards 
the project 15 years earlier. But BDA was not able to implement the project till date. He requested 
the officials to finalize the land acquisition process and compensation within 15-20 days. If the 
process is delayed further, the farmers may not support the project in the future. 
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Compliance: 

Government of Karnataka vide Government order no. UDD 399 MNX 2006, Bangalore dt: 
29.06.2007 issued Final Notification for Land acquisition of 733 ha (1810.18 acres) in 67 
villages. Therefore, the alignment will not be changed entirely and the project will be 
implemented with minor modifications (if any) upon obtaining requisite approval. Further, 
Social Impact Assessment studies are also under progress which upon completion will 
provide the information on finalization of the exact alignment. 


Shri. Jinesh Kumar, Yelahanka Village 


He welcomed the project and informed that the area adjoining to the proposed PRR alignment will 
be declared commercial with twice the premium FAR. He also informed that the green space has 
been planned towards the edge of the alignment and in the later stages the green space in front of 
the private properties wont be retained. He, therefore requested to shift the green space between 
the main carriageway and service road so that it will be retained. He also expressed that no parking 
spaces within the 100 mm RoW has been planned and requested that the width of service road be 
altered for parking space thereby reducing the air pollution. He also informed that he will submit 
his personal objections in writing. 


Compliance: 


The proposed green space beyond the main carriageway and service roads was intended to 
reduce air and noise pollution due to the movement of vehicles and provide habitat to 
several birds and small mammals such as squirrels located in the adjacent agricultural 
lands. Provision of green space between main carriage way and service road will not serve 
its intended purpose of reduction in air and noise pollution and providing habitat. Besides 
maintenance of trees in between main carriage way and service road seems to be quite 
difficult considering all the above mentioned facts. 


Necessary parking space will be provided alongside the proposed wayside amenities such as 
bus shelters, rest areas and toll plazas. However, the parking space pertaining to the 
commercial activities along the adjacent lands are to be decided by the respective land 
owners. 


Shri. Sachin Meega, President Karnataka Kisan Congress 


He expressed that removal of trees in such large number will lead to permanent damage. He stated 
that there is a huge difference in balancing the environment by replanting trees in the ratio 1:10 
and destroying the existing environment permanently due to removal of trees. Farmers are not able 
to sell their lands since 15 years due to the project and delay in land acquisition process and 
providing compensation. The project alignment is being changed continuously and the area of the 
land to be acquired owned by a farmer has been increased. On behalf of the farmers, he requested 
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BDA to prepare a new budget pertaining to the land acquisition and acquire the land as per the 
existing land acquisition notification norms similar to BMRCL metro project. He insisted to provide 
justice to the farmers and providing solutions to their problems. 


Government of Karnataka vide Government order no. UDD 399 MNX 2006, Bangalore dt: 
29.06.2007 issued Final Notification for Land acquisition of 733 ha (1810.18 acres) in 67 
villages. Therefore, the alignment will not be changed entirely and the project will be 
implemented with minor modifications (if any) upon obtaining requisite approval. 


Shri. Vijay Nishanth, Member of Bio-diversity Management Committee, BBMP, Bengaluru 


He expressed that many farmers and public were not able to attend the EPH due to misconception 
towards the newspaper article stating that the EPH has been cancelled and requested to re-conduct 
the EPH within the City limits so that everyone can attend the meeting. He supported the project but 
expressed his concerns pertaining to the replantation activities and requested to carry out the 
replantation activities as per the guidelines and set a model to the nation. 


He also informed that a separate report be prepared and submitted regarding the impact of 
removal of 9,304 trees in the TG Halli Catchment area. He also questioned the authorities regarding 
conducting Public Consultation meeting during COVID-19 situation and wants postponed to 
January when the COVID-19 situation be under control. He also informed that many people would 
not be able to attend the meeting since they are in containment zones. He also recommended to 
plant indigenous plant species within the RoW and transplantation activities be carried out for tree 
species such as Aala and Arali within the RoW itself. He also requested to carry out 4 to 5 line tree 
plantation within the RoW. 


He expressed that one of the main reason for not supporting such projects is that replantation 
activities are not being implemented properly especially in Metro project. According to IISc, the 
green space in the City has been reduced from 8% to 3%, As said by the farmers, it is impossible to 
recreate the greenbelt as per the existing environment. He stated that implementation of any 
project should be done with the consent of the public. He also requested that a separate e-mail ID 
be given to the public to share their queries/concerns/suggestions pertaining to the project. 


Compliance: 

The Environmental Public Hearing has been conducted on 18.08.2020 as per the provisions 
of the EIA Notifications, 2006 and its subsequent amendments. Keeping in view of the 
present pandemic COVID-19 situation, a Virtual Public Hearing was also conducted on 
23.09.2020 through Zoom platform, so that the public can participate in the meeting and 
give their submissions from their homes. 
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Plantation activities in the ratio of 1:10 will be done as per the guidelines of National Green 
Highways Policy, 2015. In addition to this, a separate studies pertaining to the removal of 
trees in T G Halli Catchment area will be ensured in the later studies. Further, tree species 
suitable to Agro climatic zone with characteristics such as pollution attenuation, higher 
growth rate, tolerant to extreme conditions, agro forestry, timber yielding, NTFPs, Fruiting, 
social and economic values will be selected for green belt development. 


Tree plantation will be carried out in two rows within the available (5m x 2) green space as 
per the guidelines of National Green Highways Policy, 2015. The distance from embankment 
to RoW I will be 1m and distance between the trees will be 3 m. The distance from 
embankment to RoW II will be 4m and the distance between the trees in the Row II will be 6 
mand the same will be maintained on the other side of the Road. 


Shri. Rajan, Venkatala Village 


He said that he is a Project Affected Person since 2005. Firstly, he thanked the KSPCB for conducting 
the Public Hearing for the project. But during the COVID-19 situation gathering of more than 50 
people is not allowed. However, the public hearing has been conducted with more than 50 people 
violating the rules. He also informed that the newspapers have mislead the public pertaining to the 
postponement of the Public Hearing. The main objective of the public hearing is to minimize the 
traffic congestion within the city. He questioned for the implementation of Hebbal Ring Road large 
number of trees were removed and those trees were not compensated by replantation activities. 

He requested that the Re-plantation of trees be carried out strictly. Presently, expansion of all 
existing roads into 2 lanes such as Jakkur Road and Doddaballapur Road are being done. In such 
situation he questioned the need for PRR project. As per the LAQ act, 1984 the process has to be 
completed within 5 Years but it has been 15 years in this case. It was informed that the project will 
be implemented by 2014 but the land acquisition process has not yet been initiated. There are more 
than 50 cases on BDA pertaining to various projects and BDA has not responded to any of it. There 
are already well developed roads connecting to the Bangalore International Airport such as 
Nelamangala Road. There is no need of PRR to reach Devanahalli Road. He also requested that the 
alignment be changed from Dabaspete, Devanahalli to Hosuru Road to reduce traffic congestion 
and that the present proposal is not required. He stated that the problems due to removal of trees 
has increased day by day. This leads to environmental pollution. The public has no objection in the 
implementation of the project but it is essential to disclose the appropriate details to the public. He 
also informed that there is no need for road with a width of 100 m and there are no such roads in 
our nation. He insisted on implementing 2 lane road instead of 100 m Row. Even Hosur road is not 
100 m wide. There is no need to leave 20 to 30 m distance at the middle of the road. If the project 
was implemented earlier the cost would have been 550 Crores. But now after 15 years, the project 
would cost 15100 Crores. Thousands of farmers would suffer due to the delay in the implementation 
of the project. Ring road is not in the circular nature. The distance between Yelhanka and Hebbal is 
8 km and there is no significant use in such huge distance. The faster the implementation of the 
project lesser the project cost. The tree conditions along Dabaspete road has been destroyed due to 
such projects and hence such projects are not essential. 
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Compliance: 

The Environmental Public Hearing has been conducted on 18.08.2020 as per the provisions 
of the EIA Notifications, 2006 and its subsequent amendments. Keeping in view of the 
present pandemic COVID-19 situation, the Environmental Public Hearing was conducted as 
per the guidelines issued by the BBMP with necessary precautionary measures such as 
thermal screening, distribution of masks, face shields, gloves, utilization of hand sanitizers, 
seating arrangements with not more than 50 seats at two separate platforms with social 
distancing. 


Considering the pandemic situation, a Virtual Public Hearing was also conducted on 
23.09.2020 through Zoom platform, so that the public can participate in the meeting and 
give their submissions from their homes. The virtual Environmental Public Hearing was 
successfully conducted with more than 300 participants. 


Plantation activities will be carried out as per the guidelines of National Green Highways 
Policy, 2015 and the same will be ensured during the six monthly compliance report 
submission to MoEF&CC. 


Shri, C. Siddaramaiah, Senior Environmental Officer, KSPCB, informed that all the 
views/suggestions/queries shared toady will be submitted to the SEIAA; Further, in addition 
to today’s public hearing all the stake holders will be given one more opportunity through 
Webinar to participate and submit their objections/suggestions on the proposed project and 
thanked everyone for participating in the Public Hearing. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF VIRTUAL ENVIRONMENTAL 
PUBLIC HEARING HELD ON 23.09.2020 


1. Venue of the Virtual bonfarange Office premises of Bangalore Development 
Authority 
2. Date of the Virtual Conference * 23.09.2020, 11:00 AM 


3. Virtual Conference Panel 


— 


re Sie ee 
Shri. G. N, Shivamurthy LA.S, 


Deputy Commissioner & Chairman District Environmental 
Public Hearing Committec, Bengaluru Urban District, 
Shri. C. Siddaramaiah, 
Senior Environmental Officer, 

Karnataka State Pollution Control Board, 
Zonal Office, Bengaluru North 


Chairman 


4. Project proponent : 


Ja. | Dr. H. R, Shantharajanna K.E.S 


Engineer Member 


i —— 
Deputy Commissioner 
Shri, P. Shivaraju K.A.S nie ghia 
(Land Acquisition) 
C. | Shri. B. A. Shivanand K.E.S Engineer Officer 
Shri. Shivakumar M. Patil Executive Engineer 
ssi ive 
Shri. Suresh R, Assistant Executive 
Engineer 
Se 
5. Officers present : Annexure-l 
6. Copy of the presentation :  Anexure-!! 


7. Photographs and Video recordings > Annexure-ill 


8. Preamble: 


Convention and Marriage Center, Singanayakanahalli village, Yalahanka Taluk, Bangalore Urban 
District and also as per the request made by the participants to organize one more meeting to 
collect more guerries, suggestions from the public regarding the impact of project on 
enyirgiiment, the president of public hearing pannel had assured to organize virtual meeting. 
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The virtual conference was scheduled on 23.09.2020 at 11.00 AM. Karnataka State Pollution 
Control Board had notified about the Virtual Conference in the Kannada Daily newspaper 
“Kannada Prabha” and English Daily newspaper “Deccan Herald” on 01.09.2020 regarding the 
project by inviting the responses  orally/writing/e-mail to KSPCB/Chairman, District 
Environmental Public Hearing Committee, Bengaluru Urban District from the concerned 
persons having plausible stake in the environmental aspects of the project or activity. The 
informations were also published on Karnataka State Pollution Control Board website and also 
advertised in FM radio and vividbharathi for more public participation. 


Virtual Conference was conducted at Bangalore Development Authority Office premises at 11 
AM on 23.09.2020 under the Chairmanship of the Deputy Commissioner, Bengaluru. Shri. S 
Shivappa Nayak, Environmental Officer, KSPCB welcomed Shri. G. N. Shivamurthy |.A.S,, Deputy 
Commissioner, Bengaluru Urban District, Bengaluru, and Sri. C. Siddaramaiah Senior 
Environmental Officer for the said meeting. He also welcomed BDA officials and public and 
briefed about the objectives of virtual conference and informed the Consultants to brief about 
the project through Power Point presentation. 


On behalf of BDA, Shri. Santhosh Kumar T. M., representative of M/s Environmental Health & 
Safety Consultants Pvt. Ltd. presented the project details, its objectives, Environmental baseline 
data, present scenario of the existing environment in the project area, its impacts on the 
environment, mitigation measures and Management Plan, Project benefits, etc. through Power 
Point presentation. After the Power Point Presentation, Shri. C. Siddaramaiah, Senior 
Environmental Officer, KSPCB invited the participants to briefly express their 
views/clarifications/concerns on environmental issues about the proposed project so that every 
participants will get an opportunity to express their views and can be recorded in the form of 
proceedings. 


1. Ms. Noor Asma, Bangalore 


She expressed that there are several projects like metro which are still being executed In 
Bengaluru and taking up a new project such as PRR amidst such situation is not advisable. She 
stated, first let us finish what we have already started and then move onto new projects. She 
informed that none of the projects will be completed by initiating all projects together. She 
suggests that all the existing projects be completed one by one and then move upon to initiate 
“new projects. She also suggests that these activities severely affect the environment. 
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2. Shri. Ramanathan, Sheegehalli 


He enquired about the new alignment at Sheegihalli, compensation details and informed that if 
the alignment passes the constructed are€a compensation should be given Separately for the 
land and constructed area. 


Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA informed that the alignment near Sheegahalli 
changes due to the earlier alignment passing through constructed areas and extra 
compensation have to be provided for those. Those people have to be displaced and the 
decision has to be finalized by the Government. He also explained that compensation will be 
provided separately for land and constructed areas upon detailed land valuation. 


Shri. Ramanath further asked that if the PRR alignment at Sheegahalli has not yet been 
finalized, Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA informed that due to developmental 
activities being initiated at Sheegahallithe alignment has to be changed and finalized 
Separately. He further informed that a preliminary notification of the land details will be 
released shortly. é 


Participants interrupted saying that they are opposing the project itself and that there is no 
point in discussing the compensation. Shri. Ramanath informed that they also oppose the 
project but the public at least needs to know where the alignment passes. One of the 
participants expressed that there is no point in arguing about this and referred to the NGT 
Order. He also expressed that they are left in a dilemma since 15 years and not able to build 
any houses because of the project and they would just ram it with JCBs. 


3. Mrs, Tara Krishnaswamy, Citizens for Bangalore 


Mrs. Tara Krishnaswamy from Citizens for Bangalore shared that normally the Environment 
Impact Assessment is done after the alignment is finalized, that is the process after analyzing 
where the road is going and what is the full impact. The BDA has already announced that 700+ 
acres will be acquired in addition to this 1800 acres that has already been earmarked. There is 
massive change in alignment in Sheegihalli. She also questioned that when the alignment is still 
being finalized, how is it possible to have environmental impact assessment? How can we trust 
and make sure that it is the correct one for us to comment. She requested KSPCB to wait until 
the BDA has finalized the alignment and then ask for a fresh EIA to be prepared and then ask for 
the comments. 


4. Shri. Yogesh 


He expresses that while talking about the alignment, the interim report itself says that the 


alignment reat Bilishivale has been omitted, But in the fresh report Bilishivale has been 
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induded again. He questioned which document has to be referred by us. He also mentioned 
that 100 villages has been left out in the interim report and that has been included again in the 
fresh report. He questioned if the alignment changes again. 


Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA clarified that the alignment does not change 
at Bilishivale. However, the alignment runs parallel to the petronet pipeline and in order to 
ensure a buffer of 50 m from the petronet pipeline, the alignment has been slightly shifted 
alongside the petronet Pipeline to avoid any risk. Shri. Yogesh questioned the validity of the 
interim report published by BDA. 


Meanwhile, Mrs. Tara Krishnaswamy intervened in between and questioned that the impact 
assessment has not been made for the 700 acres. The process is not followed. Legally BDA is 
supposed to give EIA for the final alignment. The original report said that only 200 trees will be 
cut and as per the fresh EIA report about 33,000 trees be removed. She questioned how the 
public will know that the number of trees cut will be as per the given report and the wrong DPR 
is submitted. BDA mentioned that the DPR is 95% accurate what about the remaining 5%. From 
the statement given by BDA its not 5% its 40% increase in the alignment and the land that Is 
being acquired. How do you expect that we trust the EIA that has been submitted already given 
that BDA has already accepted that they had submitted an erroneous report earlier, 


Shri, Santhosh Kumar T. M., representative of M/s Environmental Health & Safety Consultants 
Pvt, Ltd, informed that this is Only a Rapid EIA report and whatever objections suggestions 
received in this meeting will be incorporated and draw the proceedings. 


Participants complained that no replies are being given for the queries raised by the public. The 
objections/suggestions given will be recorded and submitted to Karnataka State Level 
Environmental Impact Assessment Authority (KSEIAA) where they will ask the BDA to modify 
the final EIA and submit. Based on the report the KSEIAA will take the decision and in the 
meantime the participants can submit their queries, Participants complained that BDA never 
responds to the e-mails or queries. BDA informed that replying to the queries is in the process 
and we are collecting the public opinion. Until we complete the collection of public opinion we 
cannot finalize the report. Participants say the public Opinion is that EIA is wrong and the public 
does not even know what is happening then how can they even give comments. 


Shri. Santhosh Kumar T. M., representative of M/s Environmental Health & Safety Consultants 
Pvt. Ltd. informed that this is only a Rapid EIA report and all the public 
opinions/objections/suggestions will be incorporated and then submitted. Participants say that 
“the public.opinion is the BDA reports are wrong and almost 12000 people are telling they want 

= fresh, DPR: So if that’s the public opinion why not the fresh DPR being published to the public, 


Shri. Santhosh Kumar T. M., representative of M/s Environmental Health & Safety Consultants 
Pvt, Ltd. Informed that they will record the sane and send it to EIA authority, 


5. Mrs. Tara Krishnaswamy, Citizens for Bangalore 


Mrs. Tara Krishnaswamy demanded the answer for the comment about EIA being invalid based 
on old alignment. Dr. H, R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA again Clarified that there is 
no major changes in the alignment except for some new developmental regions and 95% of the 
alignment remains same. She expressed that the Commissioner of BDA himself made a public 
statement that 700+ acres of land will be acquired which is 40% more than the current 1800+ 
acres. She questioned that how can that be a small change. 


Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA explained that in the preliminary notification 
in 2010, 300 acres has been mentioned which was for the toll plazas and now the additional 
land mentioned is for the cloverleaf junctions at the Airport road and Old Madras Road where 
the traffic has increased considerably. Otherwise 65.5 km length of the original final notification 
remains same. There are no changes in the alignment. The additional 700+ acres is only for the 
toll plazas and in 2010 the Supreme Court Order had deferred by instructing that the details be 
given while initiating the project. 


She stated that there is some environmental impact due to the proposed clover leafs and that 
has to be considered. She questioned that how BDA can say that there is no impact. Dr. H. R. 
Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA explained that he is not denying that there is Impact 
and that they have also carried out tree enumeration. She questioned that how can the tree 
enumeration in additional 300 acres be done when the area was changed two weeks back after 
the EIA has been prepared. She mentioned that the EIA is old and requested to make it 
comprehensive. She requested not to use the old EIA report since that is incorrect. Dr. H. R. 
Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA stated that the additional land was identified earlier 
but was not notified and that tree enumeration will be done again separately for the proposed 
cloverleaf junctions and will be incorporated in the EIA, 


6, Shri. Bharath, Soladevanahalli 


He informed that he has a site at Soldevanahalli, SBM Layout. According to the report, our site 
ls notified and will be acquired but, till date we have not received any notice and we didn’t get 
any clarifications from the BDA. He requested to give any clarifications regarding the acquisition 
or the guidance value fixed or one fine day you will drop down like rain stating Rs. 100/- is the 
worthwithout giving the notice. There is a legal procedure for everything and finalizing the rate 
atthe end, There is no clarity since 15 years and there is no use of this project. We as the 
Mictims play soft and questioned if there is any clarification for this. He also expressed that the 


presentation was done in Kannada and there is no purpose for this meeting. He also said that 
the EIA is not published locally since it has already been mentioned in the Court’s affidavit that 
it must be presented in local language. He expressed that the presentation could have been 
given in Hindi or English. Any man who is literate knows that there are local languages, any 
official language such as Hindi or English can also be interpreted. He requested to at least give 
clarity on guidance value, its been 15 years they are not sure whether to construct houses or 
not since 2005. He also mentioned that BDA has even got the Supreme Court Order favored. 
Legally standing, if you take it to all the retired judges they would say that the 2005 notification 
is null and void in the eyes of law. 


He expressed that the Government can acquire land but at least give us the clarification on 
compensation and give us a notice if our land will be acquired or not. There is no clarity on it, 
the BDA says to ask BBMP and BBMP says to ask BDA. He expressed his concern by saying 
whom should we approach for the details. 


Shri. Santhosh Kumar T. M., representative of M/s Environmental Health & Safety Consultants 
Pvt. Ltd., requested Shri. Bharath to share his site details through e-mail so that clarification in 
that regard will be sent. 


Shri. P. Shivaraju, Deputy Commissioner (Land Acquisition), BDA explained that the Final 
Notification has been made for 1810 acres and the new Preliminary Notification is being 
approved. Award will be made in the upcoming stages. In order to get the approval and award, 
the 2013 Rules will be considered. The Proposal has already been submitted to the Government 


and will be informed once approved. 
7. Shri. Suresh, Varthur 


He stated that the project has been lapsed by 2012 and how the BDA can proceed with the 
proposal. He questioned if the project is being proposed considering the legal aspects. A Public 
Hearing was conducted on August 18'near Yelahanka, he had shared his objections by filing the 
legal points through e-mail and it’s been over one month but didn’t receive any response till 
date. He asked when he will receive the reply for his queries. He has frequently been In touch 
with BDA and KSPCB and didn’t receive any response, He also expressed that at this stage the 
alignment cannot be changed under the section 4 of BDA Act. That no changes will be allowed 
after first notification. He also stated that BDA informed that the alignment near Sheegihalli will 
be changed, but he stated that 3 km stretch has been disconnected. He said that BDA sald that 
the alignment is being changed due to the presence of apartments in that stretch and 
questioned that there are buildings, cattle farms, cattle sheds, sericulture farms in other lands 
also but that has not been considered, 


He further stated that in Jarakabandekaval Rt, about 25 acres of forest land will be diverted. 
But the Forest Officer has informed that the alignment should not pass through the forest land 


8. Shri. Muralidhar, Bidarahalli 
He enquired about the change in the connectivity to Airport Road from PRR near Bidarahalli. 


9. Shri. Keerthi, Tree Community Group 


He explained that he is member of the group called tree solidarity. He asked on behalf of 
several activists if any feasibility studies have been conducted for the project pertaining to the 
traffic and its reduction, since it has not helped in the case of NICE Road. 


Dr. H.R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA explained that the final notification has been 
done only after conducting traffic related studies, Participants expressed that the details of the 
traffic studies was not made available to the public. Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer 
Member, BDA informed that their suggestions has been recorded and will be responded with 
the reply at the earliest. 


10. Mr. Harl 


He stated that the new DPR with the change in land requirement of 700+ acres has not been 
shared to the citizens and questioned when will the DPR be shared. Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, 
Engineer Member, BDA informed that the DPR will be shared upon obtaining clearance from 
NGT. Mr. Hari questioned that the DPR has to be shared with the public before obtaining 
clearance from the NGT. Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA explained that for 
the environmental aspects the land/survey numbers falling within the alignment has been 
studied as per the final notification. Along with that the details of trees falling within the 
alignment and its impact on environment has been studied thoroughly. The same has been 
SENEA and, is available in the Karnataka State Pollution Control Board (KSPCB) and BDA 
w bsit@: forthe public information. He questioned that if the 700+ acres Is made only for toll 


plazas, Dr. H.R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA explained that this meeting is 
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organized only for discussing the environmental issues and a separate meeting will be 
scheduled to discuss land related issues. 


14. Shri. Leo Saldana, Environment Support Group 


He requested that his submission be made only to the Pollution Control Board not to BDA or 
BBMP for comments on the project. He stated that he works for the Environment Support 
Group and worked on such projects for 20-25 years right from the time the Bangalore-Mysore 
infrastructure corridor was promoted and having studied all these he can say that this 
submission is only for the Pollution Control Board who is chairing this process and he wants to 
draw the attention to the advertisement made. He stated that if we see the advertisement 
made calling for this process, right in the beginning it says continuity of the Environmental 
Public Hearing through webinar. When we say the continuity, we are assuming that the earlier 
hearing which was held is legitimate. Mr. Anand Singh Minister for Forest and Environment sald 
that the hearing was cancelled, people were supposed to participate did not come there. In a 
very mischievous move, the Pollution Control Board went on to held the hearing and then 
Pollution Control Board claims that the hearing is legitimate when the superior authority who Is 
representing the Department of Ecology and Environment and Forests under which the 
Pollution Control Board comes has confirmed that the hearing was not legitimate and then how 
can we call this hearing continuity of that illegitimate hearing. This agitates against the very 
Environmental (Protection) Act under which we are doing this because Environmental 
(Protection) Act is not a ritual we just fill its not like they have gone to survey and 
managed/complied with it. Everything you have been saying is like we will do it later, we will do 
it after your submissions, we will think about it. This is what the Pollution Control Board should 
have actually looked at the application of BDA. BDA or Brigade investment or Reliance are all 
applicant agencies. Just because BDA is appointed by the Government and some IAS Officer sits 
at the top does not make BDA a regulatory agency here. They are treating the BDA as if it is a 
regulatory agency and they are submitting yourself being a regulatory agency to an applicant 
agency and therefore suffering from the worst possible concern for the Pollution Control Board. 
You are there as an autonomous body, you are supposed to look at the application and see if 
the application is a legitimate application. Now what is a legitimate application, first and 
foremost there has to be a plan. It is not possible to construct a house today and get the plan 
approved tomorrow. Getting the BDA permission and BBMP Construction Certificate after the 
construction is not feasible. He says if he has to follow the law BDA has to follow the law. If 
BDA doesn’t even have a DPR how did he even accept the application, who gave the authority, 
If you not read the Environmental (Protection) Act, Water Act, and Environmental Impact 
Assessment Notification. But you have no authority to violate a procedure and then say a 
violated procedure in continuation of which this webinar is being conducted. So please step 
back, this entire process is illegal; do not give people who are participating out of the pain of 
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ls not something you bargain with the applicant agency. BDA and the Prime Minister has to be 
treated same. You cannot step back and say that BDA is headed by IAS Officer. You cannot use 
administrative problems/vulnerability and attack the rights of people. There are thousands and 
thousands of people suffering here. Don’t put them through pain. Please 80 and ask the 
farmers, their grand children, go back and live in the farms and get to know how they suffer, 
This Is a totally illegal project and is not a continuity to the illegal public hearing and demand 
that the public hearing be scrapped right now. This is simple issue with lack of humanity, You 
cannot play with the lives of people and farmers who are struggling to survive. He also Stated 
that there is a High Court Order which has not been challenged by the State in which each and 
every Individual officer will be held in contempt of Court if they push through infrastructure 
project in manner you are now doing. Please appreciate what | am saying because the current 
High Court is very very clear that rule based work is the only way to work in promoting any 
developmental Project. It cannot be based on arbitrary decision, irrationality or the Chief 
Minister insisted on doing the Project. You are the servant of the law and the people. 


12, Shri. Prateek, Whitefield 


He stated that we have to understand that the people who have attended the Meeting today 
are making for and against statements. He would like to express his support to PRR on behalf of 
Whitefield. We expect that this kind of Public Hearing will happen and the hearing is not 
supposed to release its DPR before the hearing because there is no law which mandates. He 
thinks BDA is going on the right lines and have the support of RWS and if you want more 
Support we can bring more support of RWS and we would like to support PRR, We would like 
you-t6coniplete ifn. a right manner by taking Environmental protection into account, replace 
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whatever trees are being impacted, transplant trees wherever possible. But at the same time 
you have got the support of the public and RWS. 


13. Ms. Anush Gupta 


We would like to bring to your notice that there is a protest against this public consultation and 
we wanted to request you to postpone this public consultation in the beginning, but we were 
all muted so we couldn’t bring up this point. Just to bring to the notice of all the participants, 
we do have an alternate plea that if the High Court docs listen to our prayer that this public 
consultation will not be valid and there will absolutely be another hearing. There will be 
another chance for everyone to voice their opinion and that everyone who does. not have 
digital literacy and may not have been able to attend the zoom consultation and anyone who 
does not have internet access but is affected by this project. 


14. Mr. Anmol Sharma, Yelahanka 


He expressed that we also have to understand the Government and BDA’s decision. They tried 
to date a public hearing and we are in a kind of emergency scenario who are not able to attend 
the meeting. Then BDA came up with the concept of having an online meeting through zoom. 
Please understand if we are in our company can we allow our work to stop. Do we want to go 
into primitive times and don’t have any kind of progress. On one side we want to dream that 
our country become like US and Europe and on the other side we have all the reasons to 
criticize the things. We have to be rational and if BDA is trying to conduct a continuation to EPH, 
it is very well known that the previous meeting happened. Now on the online platform this 
meeting is being conducted where everybody’s concern is considered. Why don’t we put the 
major concerns we have regarding the project and how we can better resolve it for the 
environment. Can we plan to plant more trees and cover the road with trees on both sides. Let 


us Come up with innovative solutions where the progress can happen. If we compare the size of 
Bangalore with other big countries of the world, it is 1/3rd of the city size like London. We have 


to be rational with both the side. We have to protect the environment but at the same time we 
have to focus on progress of our Country. 


15. Mr. Prathik Kumar 


He stated that according to the Office Memorandum issued by the Central Government, 
physical hearings are restricted to 100 people and if there are more than 100 people, multiple 
hearings can be conducted. Physical meetings were quite alarming. Right now with proper 
safeguard measures we can ensure physical hearing which ensures participation of all 
communities being affected not only who have internet access and digital literacy to login to 
the zoom platform. These people who will be the worst sufferers of the BDA project and not 


being able to voice their concerns, This public hearing is really not an inclusive public hearing. | 
am also one of the petitioners who have filed at theHigh Court against the virtual hearing. 
Hopefully, the Court gives us an alternative remedy and a physical hearing after this is done, 


16. Mr. Venugopal, Sheegihalli 


He enquired about the bypass along Sheegihalli near Vagdevi School. He enquired if the details 
available on the website is final. Shri. Santhosh Kumar T. M., representative of M/s 
Environmental Health & Safety Consultants Pvt. Ltd. informed that there is a discussion going 
on regarding the finalization of the alignment in Sheegihalli. The same will be conveyed upon 
finalization. 


17. Mr. Mahesh, Chandapura 


He stated that this is a 15 year old project and now all the environmental related issues and 
land related issues by individual site owners are being discussed. The population of Bangalore is 

| increasing day by day meantime, the project cost is also increasing. He questioned the present 
Status of the project. 


18. Shreya, Yelahanka 


She expressed that the Proposed project requires 25 acres of Jarakabandekaval RF for which 
there is no justification on any ground. There are two roads running parallel on either sides of 
the forest. The roads don’t have much traffic. | don’t see why the forest have to be bulldozed 
for another road that will not serve Bangalore in any way. The forest in itself offers huge value 
to people of Bangalore. It is one of the last remaining patches of forest here and hundreds of 
walkers, runners and cyclists use this forest every week. There are farmers living around the 
forest use the forest for grazing their livestock. The national biking champion also trains in the 
Avalahalli. EIA has a tiny note in the document saying that there is indirect evidence confirming 
the presence of Indian peafowl and that construction of road may cause loss of habitat. When if 
the people who did the EIA had actually did take the trouble to walk into the forest they would 
found the direct evidence with their very own eyes. There are many peacocks, Black naped 
hare, Hornbills, bee-eaters migratory birds such as the greater spotted eagle which is a 
| threatened species, Indian Grey Mongoose which is an endangered species and a variety of 
| snakes and butterflies. There is no doubt that the construction of road inside the forest will 
| cause huge loss of habitat and direct killing of animals. The construction of road will cause 
| tremendous pollution and no amount of compensatory planting is going to replace the forest 
| and finally we are in the middle of the pandemic and there are many more such pandemics to 
co 
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infrastructure is already available for traffic not in a very good condition. First repair that. But 
why does this new project is needed in any way. 


19, Mr. Arogya Swamy, Bairati (KRS Party) 


The temperature in Bengaluru is increasing every year, now if we cut 33,000 trees it is thinkable 
that. how that will affect our environment. Therefore we request you to nullify the project 
because from the past 15 years its being postponed. Now the procedure has been initiated and 
that there is no guarantee that this project will be continued. You have also acquired 1800 
acres and an additional 700 acres will be acquired. You will again carry forward for another 5 
years. In addition to all this, 33,000 trees and the trees present in 700 acres would total to 
around 43,000 to 50,000 trees. If this many number of trees in Bengaluru will be removed then 
Bengaluru will become Desert. Therefore, it is hereby requested to cancel the project. 


He stated that there is inner ring road and outer ring road and tree in lakhs were also removed. 
The proponent also promised the same thing but is not successful and the trees planted are not 
found today. The trees planted for metro projects and other projects are dead. Therefore there 
is no guarantee that the trees planted for this project won't survive. Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, 
Engineer Member, BDA explained that along with green belt development transplantation will 
also be done and the trees in the greenery area will be retained. BDA is also keen on retaining 
greenery since it also acts as a barrier for reducing air and noise pollution. A part of Corporate 
Environment Responsibility (CER) we have allocated funds and the activities will be 
implemented with the support of NGOs. 


20. Mr. Rajesh, Rajajinagar 


He expressed that he has a lot of expectation from this project. Due to the present day traffic, 
people are spending more than one hour and it will take more than 3 to 4 hours to reach office. 
Instead of supporting the project people are getting involved with NGOs and affecting the 
implementation of the project. There are so many industries which contribute to the 
environmental pollution and nobody talks about that. In such useful Government projects 
people spend hours together and discuss their objections. We should not entertain such 


people. 
21. Shri. Tejaswi, Yeshwanthpura 


He expressed that those who spoke earlier and shared their concerns are narrow minded 
people.-The.PRR is good project because the City has to grow and the entire world is looking 
onto Bengaluru. itis a silicon hub, IT&BT Hub and stands in the 4" place in the entire world. He 
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expresses that the politicians get involved with the NGOs and others and try to stop such 
projects, 


Particlpants expressed that Shri. Tejaswi only talk about the project and not about other 
peoples opinions. 


Shri, Tejaswi stated that he didn’t interrupt others while they were talking and cxpect that he 
not be interrupted by other while he is talking. He expressed about the NGT Case pertaining to 
Varthur lake and its present condition and how humiliating it is for the local people to discuss 
about it. He said that there are so many issues already in the City. He expressed that during the 
COVID-19 pandemic his relative was not able to reach the hospital on time due to the traffic. In 
order to avoid such situations Projects such as PRR is essential. He requested that the NGO’s 
not interrupt the developmental projects and submit only valid points. He requests the Deputy 
Commissioner, PCB Official and BDA to uphold the project and implement at the earliest, He 
questioned about the actions being taken by the environmentalists pertaining to the Varthur 
lake, We faced humiliating situation from NGT. NGOs don’t have necessary data and study the 
data, they just interrupt such developmental projects. If this is the case how the City develop? 
The project is the only solution to all problems such as traffic and unemployment. He once 
again requests the Deputy Commissioner and BDA to implement the project at the earliest, 


22. Shri. Yogesh, 


He expressed that due to such discussions he expected this in the comprehensive discussions 
and this would not happen in physical discussions where everyone will get involved not only 
those with digital domain. He insisted that the consultations be done in a decentralized 
manner. 


Participants expressed that people should talk only about the project and not talk about others 
and insult others because everyone has dignity. He requested that BDA officials ensured the 
same, 


23. Yogta, CV Raman Nagar 


Some of the concerns are that the traffic studies that was done as part of the 528 pages EIA 
document which was released. Some of the things which | have to point out is that before 
planning this project what kind of alternatives were considered. Because if we see for the past 
many years, Bangalore City has been seeing in inner ring road and outer ring roadhas come up 
and then KRDCL has come up with surrounding road project. Now Peripheral Ring Road is being 
b eupcinetra and one more sub-urban project is coming up. So many different agencies are 
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that as the citizen of Bangalore is that what is the comprehensive transport module even 
though BMRCL has mentioned that PRR is part of comprehensive mobility plan but other 
projects like KRDCL which are not mentioned in the document are also coming up. What is the 
comprehensive transport plan for Bangalore? Somebody is mentioning we need data to back 
this up. Some person before me said we need data to back this. So | have gone through the 
traffic data so we can see for PRR that except for Tumkur Road and Hosur Road all other roads 
have less than 5% heavy vehicles traffic and more than 60% of traffic is due to two wheeler and 
private car. So what is being done from the Government side to increase public transport usage 
and reduce private vehicle usage. In Bangalore last year we saw 85 lakh vehicles is crossing 1.2 
Cr. That is why we now see extreme number of private vehicles and what is being done to 
reduce this. Secondly, we have seen outer ring road has also become jammed now and 
development has come up on all sides of the roads. If we build another ring road what is the 
guarantee that the city will not sprawl, again unplanned development will not happen. The 
same thing happened in Delhi also they kept increasing transport systems and eating up villages 
onthe other sides and now it has become such as huge city. In terms of pandemic and disaster, 
it becomes very difficult to control because populations.are concentrated and there is so much 
pressure on the land value, water, air, etc. 


Last thing is that | am 22 years old, my generation is the next generation and we are actually 
worried that how the climate crisis is going to affect us, if you are aware Indonesia is going to 
change its capital from Jakarta because they are sinking. Bangalore’s green cover has gone 
down, 70% of the green cover has gone down in the last 20-30 years. Last year first time we hit 
39 degrees temperature in Bangalore City which is supposed to be a hill station. So wat is the 
effort that is being made to meet the carbon emission norms. Recently we saw floods in North 
Karnataka and in Coorg especially, if we do this kind of unplanned development and remove 
the trees without any comprehensive planning then | don’t know where the next generation 
like us will land. | am very concerned about how the city is being planned. 


24. Shri. Krishna, Sarjapura Road 


He expressed that the stretch from Hosur Road to Gunjur Road is considered green zone which 
is equivalent to forest land. If we consider it as the forest land the number of trees falling within 
this zone has been assessed. In November 2017, BDA RMP Master plan 2031 was provided and 
was not implemented. The BDA Plan ended in 2015 and everything is illegal from past 5 years. 
Nobody has assessed the loss in environment due to this. PRR was being planned since 15 years 
and the time is being wasted since the project has not been initiated. Till today people are 
discussing about the project and the project is not moving forward in terms of implementation. 


25. Shri. Ambarisha, Channasandra 


He stated that till now everyone but farmers have been discussing. Farmers who have been 
working honestly have not received any justice. The properties have been divided amongst the 
family and everyone is suffering. It is hereby requested to implement the Project at the earliest 
and provide appropriate compensation. 


26, Shri. Vijaykumar, 


He stated that the Peripheral Ring Road is proposed to divert the traffic movement outside the 
City. But there are already three inner ring road within the city. All the vehicles that move from 
Tumkur Road has to pass through Hosur Road and vehicles from Kolar Road has to pass through 
Hosur Road. All the vehicles has to pass through city only. There is no use of PRR and it is not 
essential. 


27. Smt. Saraswathi, Malleswaram 


She expressed that she has a lot to say but many people have spoken everything and don’t 
think she wants to talk anything. She requested to carry out everything they say in the right 
sense. 


Mr. Rajesh, Rajajinagar: He expressed that all the farmers are also encouraging the project and 
all they expect Is the compensation as per the norms. All the issues are being created by the 
NGOs. He expressed that the project is highly anticipated in Bangalore. He says that the project 
Is encouraged by everyone and the delay in the project implementation is mainly due to the 
issues created by the NGOs. The Project will be implemented by BDA and Is considered a 
significant project. He requested that the project be implemented at the earliest and nobody is 
objecting the project. 


28. Ms. Shilpa 


She expressed that instead of talking about the project merits and demerits, it is essential to 
talk about how the project should develop and how fast it should be implemented. But as per 
the suggestions, it cannot be implemented immediately without due process. She also 
explained that the project has to be initiated only after DPR has been released and nobody is 
talking about that. All Government Projects has to follow due procedure before 
implementation. But instead, not following the procedure, overlooking or overruling the legal 
aspects and non-provision of the project details to the public are noticed. She questioned as to 
hy are being undertaken, BDA is not releasing new DPR and new scheme. There 
i ne citizens. It is hereby requested hat BDA follow the procedure. 
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29. Mr. Rahman Khan, Varthur 


He expressed that the project is problematic for farmers and they are expecting as to when the 
project will be implemented. They are worried if they can start other works and if they start 
anything they will get some information that BDA is going to initiate the work. This has caused 
severe problems to the farmers. He requested that the farmers get confirmed if the project will 
beimplemented or not so that they can take a decision on their upcoming activities. 


30. Shri. Raghavandra, Avalahalli 


He expressed that the common people like him who are affected by the project are suffering 
from past 15 years. They are in a doubt if they can grow in their land or can sell their lands. 
They are tired of waiting since 15 years. He stated to cither implement the project or scarp the 
project; either give our lands back or take it. He expressed that they cannot wait for longer time 
and that half of their lives have gone in this regard. He requested that the BDA officials look 


into it and get it done at the earliest. 
31. Shri. Sibgath, Bidaralli 
He enquired if a toll plaza has been proposed at Bidarahalli. 


32. Shri. Kiran, Kogilu 


He stated that he is farmer and that he is losing 1 acre of land for the project. It has been 15 
years and he requested that either the project be implemented or stopped permanently. They 
are not able to make any developments and they are experiencing anxiety due to this project. 
They have not received any details of the compensation but come only for surveys, He 
requested to take a decision at the earliest. 


33. Shri. Shashidhar, Konappana Agrahara 


He stated that he is losing about 2 acres of land in Konappana Agrahara and is is fighting for the 
land since 27 years for NICE Road. Now the PRR is involved in land acquisition and his land has 
been acquired by KIADB. He questioned if it would get lapsed or over-rided. 


Shri. Santhosh Kumar T. M., representative of M/s Environmental Health & Safety Consultants 
Pvt. Lid. questioned regarding the project for which the land has been acquired.’ Shri, 
Shashidhar explained that it was for NICE project. He expressed that they are unable to neither 
develop their lands hor sell it and that his father expired while wailing for the decision 
pertaining to land “AtqVisition. He questioned what will BDA do in the upcoming days, will they 
give the compensation or ‘make us wait for another 20 years. 


“Ss an ee te rd 
Ne Nk” 
wah SA Diets. , 
4) id er v4 


34, Ms. Yamini, Yelahanka 


She stated that she wanted to know a little bit about the water table. You are removing these 
many trees in Bangalore and the water is already depleted. She wants to know what Is going to 
happen to the water table and what are the plans for restoring water in Bangalore and if the 
ground water table is already depleted. She further stated that there is an increase in private 
vehicles being majority in the roads. A lot of studies have shown that the more roads we build 
the number of private vehicles increase. The sub-urban rail systems, there aren't enough buses 
on certain routes and metry is not done yet. She questioned why are you not improving the 
public transport system which would benefit more people instead of construcling more roads 
and increasing the number of private vehicles, 


She also questioned how much development does the road actually provide? When we build a 
road people will lose their lands and their livelihood by selling their farm lands. 26% of the road 
Passes through farmlands. How are you going to re-compensate it? She questioned the project 
Says it is for development and who is it developed for? The project only going to benefit the rich 
people who are building the road. Who are the stakeholders in the project and how are you 
going to recompense their livelihood and how are you going to provide water for people who 
cant buy Cauvery water or bottle water or dependent on ground water? 


35. Shri. Vinay, Kogilu 


He expressed that Bangalore is sacred place for Kannadigas. The developmental activities 
carried out all these years are appreciated. Many outsiders were given job opportunities. Since 
15 years several changes were noticed like change in Government, funding provisions from 
Japan and increased the project cost. However, the farmers are suffering from past fifteen 
years, they have not received any compensation till today and they are just holding their lands 
and not able to utilize it. Concentrating on developmental activities is good but affecting the 
local people lives is problematic. 


The project details will be planned 15 years prior and now the details are outdated. Planning 
should be done 25 years prior to the implementation and not the other way around. There are 
sO many guidelines for road construction.Bus lanes have been Proposed in the project and 
finally there is no space for buses, cycles or anything. Engineering structures have to be 
proposed as per the latest technologies and any projects should be undertaken with 
determipatibn::The proponents should not take the words of politicians. BDA called for meeting 
a Gailtelled tesdine, This is happening frequently and is time consuming. 
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BDA should undertake the project with determination and implement it like the metro project 
In Delhi. He requested not to play with the emotions of the people and take the decision 
quickly. There is no benefit from these actions. 


36 Shri. Manjunath, Rajajinagar 


He is graduate from traffic studies. He expressed that he reads only negative aspects of the 
project in the newspaper everyday and no newspapers have expressed the positive 
as pects/impacts of the project. People say that the project affects the green cover of the City 
and the project report says the number of compensatory trees proposed to be plated and 
where it will be planted. Nobody understands that. Several people and NGOs said that there is a 
lot of traffic in the city and people themselves think about the everlasting traffic while 
travelling. People also say that the roads have been destroyed because of the civil engineers 
which is wrong. NGOs also say that the traffic is increasing without any reason but they 
themselves own several vehicles. They can use the public transportation. People also say that 
the environment is being affected only due to PRR. But there are so many other projects of 
similar nature with environmental impacts. It is also said that the city is being affected by 
urbanization predominantly due to roads but layouts, apartment construction and not due to 
road construction. People also express that the road alignment is being changed frequently 
from past 15 years but people should also try to understand the facts as in why there is delay in 
implementation and they themselves may be trying to find out solution to the impacts. He 
expresses that if the PRR get implemented at the earliest it would be very helpful. 


37. Ms. Annaporna, 


She stated that a few moments back someone spoke about the water depletion in Bangalore. 
She objects that the project passes along 6 lakes and it affects the water bodies and one and 
half year prior 600 Cr project for reviving TG Halli catchment has been launched. There are 
several localities in Bangalore where there is no more ground water. Bellandur is one among 
them and Whitefield is also one among them. Everyday water tankers are being utilized. Her 
question Is that 600 Cr project has been released one and a half year prior saying that the water 
will be revived by 2021 including the upstream reservoir at Hesaraghatta. Now due to the 
project the rivers and reservoirs are being impacted. She questioned about the measures being 
done to ensure that the money being put into it which is tax payers money is going to be 
safeguarded by the virtue of the project. Trees are being removed and there is no water in 
Bangalore and tomorrow if the road has been constructed and there is no water in the City. 
There is-no use of the project. 
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38. Shri. Prem Kumar, Kotnur 


He expressed that whatever projects are being implemented if they are for the public then it is 
good. But the public information is being hidden and DPR is not being made public. He 
questioned as to why the rules are not being followed before implementing the Program BDA 
wants to do. New schemes must come with new alignment and the law has to be followed by 
keeping everything transparent. He questioned as to why the things are not made public to 
everyone and why there is some hidden agenda? 


39. Ms. Neha, 


She expressed that everyone knows that there is loss in the implementation of this project. The 
project feasibility report is not available in the public domain. There is a significant delay in the 
implementation of the project. By the time the project gets completed it becomes redundant 
and then two projects such as inner peripheral ring and outer peripheral ring will be proposed. 
Instead we must try to understand why there is traffic congestion and improve public 
transportation. There is no benefit in proposing roads again and again which only pose impacts 
on environment and affect the quality of living. There are so many distractions in cutting the 
trees, compensatory planting and there is no maintenance. She stated that she totally disagree 
with the project. 


40. Shri. Vibin, Hennur 


He expresses his opinion that by increasing the number of roads the number of vehicles 
increases. It is essential to prepare a better transportation plan and setup some sub-urban 
systems and make it convenient for people to travel and by doing so the need for such projects 
declines. The NICE Road should have been completed by the early 1980’s but it was completed 
in 2003 and the lakes associated with rejuvenation as part of NICE Road project is not 
implemented. It is a point to take it seriously to enhance the greenery in the current ring road 
which will show the people that the Proponent is capable of making the project successful, The 
project has to be planned by considering the environmental impacts. The proposed alignment 
may not be sufficient by the time the project has been completed since the city has already 
reached Kolar. Hence, the alignment has to be rechecked. 


41, Shri. Koteshwar Rao, Soldevanahalli 


Soladevanahalli which was registered in 2006 and the compensation has not yet been received. 
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compensation norms and when will they be provided since he has already been retired from 
the Bank. He also questioned if the project requires 15 years to be implemented? 


42, Shri. Sunil, Soldevanahalli 


He questioned if the new Preliminary Notification pertaining to the NICE integration lead to the 
de-notification of the earlier notified areas. 


43. Shri. Pradyumma, 


He expressed that he had some objections pertaining to the benefits of the projects. It is 
mentioned in the report that the travel time will be cut down significantly due to the project 
and reduce the pollution. Current travel time from the longest route to Yelahanka is 1 hr and 45 
min. If you want to do any equivalent travel using the proposed alignment it couldn’t possibly 
take anything shorter than that because that would imply the vehicle speed is 65 kmph and 
these are average speeds, This first of all would reduce the safety of the road if you have tried 
crossing NICE Road by foot which is dangerous. This will increase travel distances significantly 
thereby increasing pollution. 


44. Shri. Amit, 


He stated that the road passes through TG Halli catchment area and questioned about the 
appropriate mitigation steps taken. The ground water is already depleting. As per the reports 
we are the worst affected area of the world. He questioned regarding the magnitude of the 
damage that will be caused to the sustainability in terms of water requirements or the project is 
just designed arbitrarily. He states that he doesn’t understand how traffic gains priority than 
water requirement. He expressed that this project is just for the people who just owns cars. 


45. Shri. Siddarth, Kadugodi 


He enquired about the petronet pipeline passing near Sheegihalli and the precautions taken by 
the BDA and Government. 


Shri. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA explained that all the technical details will 
be discussed with the Petronet department and necessary precautionary measures will be 
taken as per the guidelines. 


46. Shri. Aravind, 


He stated that thésproject affected people are all those who are found in the region locally and 
the people are struggling to utilize their lands either for agriculture or sell it. As per the 


presentation the alignment passes through the TG Halli catchment area and near Avalahalli 
forest area. There are peacocks, jackals, black naped hare and so many reptiles in this forest 
area, BDA has proposed Road Over Bridges, Road Under bridges which is applicable to human. 
He questioned about the Provisions made for the movement of animals because in the NICE 
Road we encounter so many deaths of leopards. Hence such situations must not Occur in this 
project. 


Shri, Shivanand M. Dambal, M/s Environmental Health & Safety Consultants Pvt. Ltd. explained 
that the necessary forest and wildlife clearances for the project is under progress. During the 
approval of the clearances, the Forest and Wildlife Department will issue several conditions 
pertaining to the suggestions made by you and all those conditions will be complied. 


Shri. Aravind requested that provisions for animal movements be made as part of the project so 
that the study area will improve. 


47. Shri. Aakash, 


He stated that the area on either sides of PRR is left for commercial purpose and the people will 
park their vehicles in the 100 m wide road which will lead to traffic again. He questioned about 
the plan to prevent this. 


Shri. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA explained that the project is proposed for 
access control and is for true traffic so that the exits and entries will be near the villages or 
major road crossings wherever it will happen. It is not specifically for commercial 
developments. 


48. Shri. Venugopal, Sheegihalli 
He questioned if we build a house in the green belt what will be the basis of the compensation, 


49. Shri. Suresh, Yalahanka 


He stated that the Outer Ring Road has been saturated in 20 years and questioned how long 
will the PRR take to get saturated. He suggested that a circular railway/metro project would be 
more cost effective, would consume less land and would meet the purpose of the project. 


He stated that the PRR intersects the Bellary Road some where near Kogilu road and either 
sides so many buildings have come up including some workshops. He questioned about what is 
being done, aboutithat. In 2007 the PRR notification was released and hence any construction 
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Aitport road and OMR clover leaf structures are proposed due to increase in traffic inorder to 
avoid signal. Land is separately being acquired and the buildings will be avoided. 


50. Shri. Umashankar, Konappana agrahara 


Hé stated that NICE project involved land acquisition since 20 years and now for PRR land is 
being acquired. He requested clarity pertaining to the compensation for land acquisition and by 
whom it will be provided. Road project will be good in developmental aspects. 


Shri, Shivanand M. Dambal, M/s Environmental Health & Safety Consultants Pvt. Ltd, explained 
that if the land has been acquired for NICE project the compensation will be provided by them 
and if it has been acquired for PRR compensation will be provided by BDA. 


51.Shri. Munendra, 


He questioned regarding the trees to be felled for the project and the location for 
compensatory tree plantation activities. Shri. Santhosh Kumar T. M., representative of M/s 
Environmental Health & Safety Consultants Pvt. Ltd. explained that 40,000 to 50,000 trees have 
been planned to be planted within the Right of Way (RoW). Rest of the trees will be planted 
upon discussion with KFD by entering a MoU by identifying the area for planting. The trees will 
be planted in 1:10 ratio. The trees will be planted in and around Bangalore. He also expressed 
that Bangalore is known as dust city and dust is seen deposited every where and questioned 
how will this be controlled. 


Shri. Rajesh, Rajajinagar: He stated that people need suburban and metros but the PRR project 
is for movement of heavy vehicles. The present day a traffic situation terrifies the people 
increasing the risk of accidents. Due to PRR heavy vehicles and trucks move outside the city 
which would reduce the traffic conditions within the city. This would enhance the ease of 
movements for small vehicles and development of cycle paths will be seen. 


52. Mr. Charan, Jalahalli 


He stated that he opposes the project due to tree removal but the project is important in terms 
of development of the city. He requested to compensate the tree removal by planting trees 
effectively and ensure its maintenance. He also stated that his land is being acquired for the 
project, as mentioned in the report, his land mainly consists of more than 8000 eucalyptus trees 
and that there is no use of these trees. Therefore, he requetsed that these trees be removed 
and plantation of trees helpful to the local birds and mammals be done s0 that habitat is 
créated. :He-also explained that no provision for wildlife crossings and animal passages In NICE 
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the project as ‘A’ category nevertheless applied the application as ‘B’ category. Further in Sl. No. 9 of 
the application, the Schedule has been mentioned as ‘7(f)- Highways’ and as per the EIA 
Notification, 2006 when asked if “the project attracts General conditions if yes please specify", the 
project authority says ‘No’. Further in the same application when asked about ‘areas already 
subjected to pollution and environmental damage’ the project authority says Jigani- Bommasandra 
Industrial area located at a distance of 4 km from the project alignment notified by CEPI 
Programme by CPCB and similarly, when asked about ‘areas which are important or sensitive for 
ecological reasons’, the project authority says Puttenahalli Lake Birds Conservation Reserve located 
at a distance of 1.43 Km from the proposed project alignment and the project location toposheet 
Nos. 57G/12, 57H/9 is also a part of the Thippagondanahalli Reservoir Catchment area notification 
where Kumudavathy and Arkavathy Catchments exists and Bannerghatta National Park also exists. 
However, the project authority says the General Conditions are not applicable even upon the 
existence of all these sensitive areas. This means the application submitted is false misguiding 
everyone by covering the true facts. 


Further, it was said that the online application was submitted on 12.11.2019 and fresh EIA studies 
were conducted. Meanwhile, the Hon’ble Supreme Court issues its judgement on 17.03.2020 along 
with several Directions. The project proponent says they have submitted the application for 
diversion of forest land on 08.06.2020 and as informed earlier the BDA has submitted the request 
letter to KSPCB on 03.07.2020, requested Deputy Commissioner to conduct Public Hearing, 
published paper notification on 17.07.2020 and today the Public Hearing is being conducted on 
18,08.2020 within 30 days where we have been gathered and the meeting is being conducted. 


As per the details available in the KSPCB website, in Annexure-4 Civil Appeal No. 2566/2019 they 
have given only 4 pages involving only Directions which is actually 69 pages. The section J. 
Directions of the Supreme Court Order says “bearing in mind the need to bring about a requisite 
balance, we propose to issue the following directions under Article 142 of the Constitution: i) the 
Appellant is directed to conduct a fresh rapid EIA for the proposed PRR project”. As said earlier, 
BDA had submitted the application on 12.11.2019 when there is a case pending at Hon’ble Supreme 
Court may be accepted. Further as per the directions, “ii) the Appellant shall, for the purpose of 
conducting the rapid EIA, hire a sector specific accredited EIA consultant”. In view of this, the EIA 
report involves a NABET sector specific certificate. He agrees that the studies have been conducted 
by sector specific accredited EIA Consultant and has followed the directions of Supreme Court. He 
also agrees that all the said details are given in the EIA report. In continuation to the Directions, 
“iii) The Appellant shall have due regard to the various deficiencies noted in the present judgement 
as well as ensure that additional precautions are taken to account for the prevailing state of 
environment”. “iv) The Appellant shall ensure that the requisite clearance under various 
enactments have been obtained and submitted to the SEAC prior to the consideration by it of the 
information submitted by the appellant in accordance with the office memorandum issued by 
MoEF&CC from time to time”. The Court has informed to submit the application to SEAC but the 
project authority has submitted the application to SEIAA. The Directions of the Hon'ble Supreme 
Court is final and has to be followed by everyone. He questioned if the project authority have 
submitted the application to SEAC. He stated that the project authority have submitted the earlier 


application to SEIAA and hence submitted the fresh application to SEIAA. This is a violation of the 
Hon’ble Supreme Court Order. The project authority have misguided the Supreme Court by 
submitting the earlier proposal to SEIAA. As stated earlier, the project belongs to category ‘A’ since 
it attracts General Conditions. The Supreme Court has instructed to obtain all requisite Clearances 
for the project, but the project authority says they have submitted application for only diversion of 
forest land and not obtained the Clearance till date. He informs that the proponent is yet to obtain 
clearances for wildlife, Puttenahalli Conservation Reserve, Thippagonadanahalli Catchment Area, 
Geology, Tree, forest, etc. As per the Directions of Supreme Court, he further states “v) The SEAC 
shall thereafter assess the rapid EIA report and other information submitted to it under the 2006 
Notification. If it is of the opinion that the Appellant has complied with the 2006 Notification as well 
as the directions issued by this Court, only then shall it recommend to the SEIAA the grant of EC for 
the proposed project. The SEAC and the SEIAA would lay down appropriate conditions concerning 
air, water, noise, land, biological and socioeconomic environment and other conditions it deems fit. 
Vi) The Appellant shall consult the requisite authority to ensure that no potential damage is caused 
by the project to the petroleum pipelines over which the proposed road may be constructed". He 
further complained that only 2 pages of Directions of the Supreme Court Order has been annexed in 
the report. 


As per the EIA Notification, 2006 as stated by the project authority in schedule 7(f) Highways, 
Category ‘A’ projects involves new National Highways and expansion of National Highways >30 km 
involving additional RoW >20 m and land acquisition. Similarly, Category ‘B’ projects involve all 
State Highways and expansion projects in hilly terrain >1000 m AMSL and or ecologically sensitive 
areas. The last column in the EIA notification consists ‘conditions (if any) : General conditions shall 
apply and Highways includes expressways’. General Conditions says that ‘any project categorized as 
‘B’ will be appraised at central level as category ‘A’ if located in whole or in part within 5 km from 
the boundary of i) Protected areas notified under Wildlife (Protection) Act, 1972. ii) Critically 
polluted areas as identified by the CPCB constituted under Water (Prevention and Control of 
Pollution) Act, 1974 from time to time. iii) Eco-sensitive areas as notified under Subsection (ii) of 
section (iii) of Environment (Protection) Act, 1986. iv) Interstate boundaries and International 
boundaries. If we consider the Peripheral Ring Road project connecting the existing Tumkur Road 
and Hosur Road as State Highway project falling under category B, presence of Protected Area 
namely Bannerghatta National Park at a distance of 6.6 km from the proposed project does not 
attract the general conditions since it is >5 km from the project site. However, critically polluted 
areas such as Jigani Bommasandra Industrial area is located at a distance of 4 km and Peenya 
Industrial area at a distance of 3 km from the project site which is <5 km from the proposed project 
and this condition is applicable. The project authority also explained the presence of eco-sensitive 
areas such as Puttenahalli Bird Conservation Reserve at a distance of 1.4 km and 
Thippagondanahalli Catchment area through which 13.5 km of alignment passes involving removal 
of 9,000 trees and plantation activities in the ratio of 1:10 will be implemented. He informed that 
this Eight lane Peripheral Ring Road with RoW of 100 m passes through the eco-sensitive area, He 
also stated that only a part of the project alignment i.e. 13.5 km out of the entire 65.5 km passes 
through the TG Halli catchment area which attracts the general conditions of the EIA notification, 
2006 and hence the project must be appraised as Category A. 


Category A projects will not be appraised by SEIAA, Karnataka and SEIAA, Karnataka does not have 
the authority to appraise Category A projects. According to the EIA notification, 2006 the 
requirements of prior Environmental Clearance ‘the following projects activities shall require prior 
Environmental Clearance from regulatory Authority which shall hereinafter termed to be as the 
Central Government in the Ministry of Environment, Forests & Climate Change for Category A in the 
schedule and at State Level, the State Level Environment Impact Assessment Authority for matters 
falling under category B in the said schedule before any construction work or preparation of land 
by the project management except for securing the land started on the land for the project activity. 
All new projects are listed as Schedule to this notification’. Further, he also exclaimed that the 
project authority has submitted the application to SEIAA suppressing the material facts and the 
project should have been appraised at Delhi. He also stated that even after doing fresh studies the 
project authority have submitted the application to the non-jurisdictional Authority, obtained the 
ToRs, carried out the studies based on those ToRs and that they are not ready to accept all these 
faults. 


Further, in Chapter-13 Compliance to the observations of Hon'ble Supreme Court Judgement and 
Hon'ble NGT; during the submission of application to SEIAA, the forest land proposed to be diverted 
was only 1.53 Ha but now in the EIA report the land proposed to be diverted is mentioned as 10.117 
Ha which is 10 times greater than the area given in the application. During the presentation, out of 
10.117 Ha, it was also informed that the project authority is saving some forest land. He further said 
that there are many facts to be bought to the notice but due to insufficient time he is focusing on 
only few important points. He also informed that the objections will be submitted in the written 
format. He also said that given the time he would share all his objections, suggestions and requests. 
He also exclaimed that the project involves removal of 16,000 trees during the submission of 
application and in the report it was mentioned that more than 33,000 trees are proposed to be 
removed which is three times greater than that proposed in the application. 


He also informed the Supreme Court in its 69 pages of Judgment, explained the liabilities of SEIAA in 
detail and SEIAA has not done their work appropriately. He also said that the earlier EC was taken 
in 2014 from SEIAA, Karnataka and there may be some minor modifications in project details such 
as change in length from 65 km to 65.5 km, slight shifts in the alignment. However, the presence of 
Banneghatta National Park, Jigani Bommasandra Industrial area, Peenya industrial area, 
Thippagondanahalli Catchmnet area, Jarakabandekaval Reserve Forest, Puttenahalli Lake Bird 
Conservation Reserve is also true. Keeping in view of this, he questioned the Project Authority 
regarding the submission of application to SEIAA, Karnataka. The project authority made a mistake 
from the beginning and have misguided the Supreme Court by not disclosing these details, Instead 
they only focused on time. The NGT have also stated that the details submitted are 5 years old. He 
also informed that the sector specific EIA consultants in spite of having knowledge all these facts 
submitted the application to SEIAA, Karnataka. He stated that the consultants have obtained ToRs 
from non-jurisdictional authority and they are expressing that detailed studies have been done 
which is not valid. He informed that the project intention may be good but correct procedures must 
be followed. He also questioned regarding the flyovers proposed over 6 lakes and that if others do it 
they call it encroachment. He also expressed that many people who built their houses with requisite 
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permits lost their properties overnight due to the rules and regulations pertaining to the lake 
encroachment. As per the rules, 30 m buffer in all directions must be considered and hence, he 
informed to plan the project by considering 30 m buffer. He expressed that project authority have 
planned this even after knowing the regulations and that there is no use of planning CSR or CER 
activities for these lakes upon proposing flyovers. He insisted to shift the alignment and then plan 
for rejuvenation of lakes as part of CSR activities. 


Shri. C. Siddaramaiah, Senior Environmental Officer, KSPCB informed Shri. S. K. Vijaykumar to talk 
only about environmental issues in brief and submit his objections / suggestions in writing 
regarding any violations of procedure/notifications, so that other participants can also get an 
opportunity to express their views. 


Shri. S. K. Vijaykumar stated that he will conclude his views and leave. He apologized to the public 
stating that he concluded his views due to the request of the Panel. He expressed that the project 
authority will do anything to get the project approval and all the reports prepared are illegal and 
violation to the orders. The project authority have not approached the respective offices for 
obtaining requisite approvals. He expressed that the ToRs are not obtained as per the guidelines 
and is obtained from non-jurisdictional authority. The report has been prepared as the ToRs 
obtained from non-jurisdictional authority. He gave all his views in written format to KSPCB. 


The Chairman of the Public Hearing and the Deputy Commissioner informed Shri. S. K. Vijaykumar 
that, some of the points shared by him is considerable and all the lacunas or faults shared must be 
given in written format. He also shared that a separate virtual conference will also be conducted on 
03.09.2020 to express your views. He also shared that all the views shared are noted, recorded and 
will be taken into consideration. He Further, insisted that Shri. Vijaykumar participate in the virtual 
conference as the views shared are considerably significant and requested to give the details 
regarding the lapses in writing so that it will be considered. The public also requested to allow Shri. 
S. K. Vijaykumar to talk since his views are to be taken into consideration. The Deputy 
Commissioner once again informed that a separate meeting will be done regarding this and all his 
views are taken into consideration. 


Shri. Vijaykumar shared that during the submission of application to SEIAA it was mentioned that 
‘as per the opinion of the advocate general of Karnataka without any prejudice to the appeal filed 
by BDA has initiated to conduct fresh EIA studies appointing consultant through tender to obtain 
fresh Environmental Clearance’; but the project authority did not share relevant details thereby 
misguiding everyone. He also stated that he has no objection towards the implementation of the 
project but questions the procedure adopted towards obtaining the approval. He also expressed 
that all the trees along Doddaballapur Road and Yelhanka Road has been removed which is 
unbearable. Further, the upcoming Nelamangala Doddaballapura road will also face the same fate. 
He stated that trees greater than his age are also proposed to be removed and said to maintain the 
quality of existing roads instead of proposing new roads. He also shared that in the report, the RAW 
is 100 m instead in a table showing bifurcation of 17 items such as gantry, cycle track, median, 
green space, etc. it is totaling to 113 m. The report also says that the project proponent will 
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Road has been done. The condition of the Road is worst and is frequently being used by 
ambulances. This is mainly due to the better road connectivity which is helpful in saving lives. 


He also stated that the PRR passes through the Jarakabandekaval RE and requested that 
necessary precautionary measures be taken so as not to harm its biodiversity. In addition to 
this, the project has been delayed since 15 years and is problematic to the farmers, Therefore, 
proper Compensation as per the norms be provided at the earliest and implement the project. 


He also expressed that if BDA Officials and KSPCB officials travel in bus along with him he 
himself would buy tickets for them only to show the extent of traffic and its problematic 
conditions, 


53. Shri. Sunil, 


He enquired about the preliminary notification pertaining to the change in alignment at NICE 
Junction. 


54. Shri. Umesh Reddy, 


He questioned about the survey number through which the alignment passes and that it has be 
published in the newspaper, How long will it take for it to be notified in the papers? 


55. Sri Aravind 


They questioned as to when the answers to the queries/suggestions asked during the meeting 
and requested to provide any date or mode of publishing the answers. Shri. Santhosh Kumar T. 
M., representative of M/s Environmental Health & Safety Consultants Pvt. Ltd. answered that 
all the suggestions received by BDA and PCB will be answered all together in another two 
months before finalizing the EIA report. She expressed that all these answers has to be 
answered earlier and not that the construction activities be initiated before the public receives 
their answers so that all the time spent today will not be wasted. Shri. Santhosh Kumar T. M. 
answered that all the answers will be complied before the initiation of construction activities 
and that it will be published in the PCB website. 


Shri. Aravind: He would like to thank for the time being provided for the project discussion and 
that the presentation had so many details but the slides were moved fast and we were not able 
to see it in detail. He asked if the presentation be available for reference. Shri. Santhosh Kumar 
T. M. answered that the presentation was the summary of the report available in the KSPCB 
Website and, ..can be referred. He also informed to send a request for the e-mail 
eebdaprr 
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56.Shri. Amarnarayan, Channasandra 


Hé stated that about 1810 acres of land is being acquired and thousands of farmers are 
dependent on this land for their livelihood. He expressed that the utilization of organic fertilizer 
hasbecome very less and instead inorganic fertilizers are being used due to the reason that the 
land will be acquired for construction of road. He requested that a suitable rapid compensation 
be provided for the farmers at the earliest. 


57.Shri. Srinivas, Sheegihalli 


He stated that he needed clarity pertaining to the survey numbers and change in the alignment 
near Sheegihalli. 


58. Shri. Rajgopal, 


He expressed that the main suspicion that is there on people’s mind is that tree density in 
Bangalore and surrounding area has reduced from 70% to 30%. That means adequate 
afforestation has not been carried out whenever there is deforestation. The ratio of 1:10 is not 
implemented, In this particular case, would it be possible to first plant the trees and then 
everyone would get to know that the greenbelt plan is being implemented and then the 
construction be initiated. Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA explained that as 
everyone knows that about 33,838 trees are being removed and there are 13,000 trees are 
eucalyptus which are to be removed anyway as per the Government Order. The impact will be 
on 23,000 trees and in order to compensate, the 50,000 trees will be planted in the 5m 
greenery area on either sides of the road. The existing trees in the greenery area will also be 
retained. The amount for the same has already be allocated. In addition to this, plantation 
activities will also be carried out in the area designated by Karnataka Forest Department by 
entering a MoU with them. There is a program for planting more number of trees. 


59. Shri. Pavan, BMS College student 


He stated that in order to compensate the tree removal green belt development plan has been 
done. He expressed his concern about the ecological loss in the area due to tree removal. Shri. 
C. Siddaramaiah, Senior Environmental Officer, Karnataka State Pollution Control Board 
explained that in any project the ecological damage will be anticipated and the ecological loss 
will be compensated in the regions where the green belt will be developed. The ecological loss 
will be compensated by enhancing the greenery in the region in any alternative suggested by 
the Karnataka kg Department. 


she Sipressad: that™ ‘we cannot alter the ecology of any region and recreate it anywhere else. 
_ Shri. Santhosh Kumar. T. M., representative of M/s Environmental Health & Safety Consultants 


Pvt. Ltd. explained that we will look into how best we can manage the greenery in the region 
and take suggestions pertaining to it before implementation. 


60, Shri. Nagesh,Kogilu 


He stated that details of compensation has not been discussed yet and asked regarding the 
finalization of the compensation, 


Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA explained that the land acquisition process is 
a complex process and it has been instructed that it be done as part of PPP (Public Private 
Partnership) for such mega projects. Hence tender will be called for such works. 


Shri. C. Siddaramaiah, Senior Environmental Officer, Karnataka State Pollution Control Board 
concluded the meeting stating that the public has shared all their view/suggestion/queries 
during the meeting and all these have been recorded and presented in the form of proceedings 
and submitted to Karnataka State Environment Impact Assessment Authority (KSEIAA). They 
will ask BDA for, the compliance for all the queries sought by the public and will proceed further 
only upon submission of compliance. The public can also submit their queries at that point also. 
He thanked all the participants for sharing their views about the project. 
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46, Be woR0nS, 


mead serocde Bead geod ae cleeadonod aeoads addeg geeobd lanes 
wos wiley ded cleeadobaly dea@sed waa ay 002 BroBovay, Sus sodeses, 
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C§obe aac adddeh ade) made sad. we oewaina ce Saiey sygeicies 
RAeaivos Lex) ads Sadva Fleooaddm Seed). Ba adda odvdodd 
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avoddesonn Hoaogad aeadabday Fox) RBA woedsQd, ve aosydeqgoaxy 
wey) wadegriosmbdmn sedsda, 
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47, Be Bow, 
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49. Be Mew, obowos 
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52. Se BON, soowey 
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COMPLIANCE TO PROCEEDINGS OF VIRTUAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL PUBLIC HEARING HELD ON 
23.09.2020 


COMPLIANCE TO THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE VIRTUAL ENVIRONMENTAL PUBLIC 
HEARING HELD ON 23.09.2020. 


ARR RR 


1. Ms. Noor Asma, Bangalore 


She expressed that there are several projects like metro which are still being executed in Bengaluru and 
taking up a new project such as PRR amidst such situation is not advisable. She stated, first let us finish 
what we have already started and then move onto new projects. She informed none of the projects will be 
completed by initiating all projects together. She suggests that all the existing projects be completed one 
by one and then move upon to initiate new projects. She also suggests that these activities severely affect 
the environment. 


Compliance: 


The project will be implemented upon obtaining all the requisite clearances and approvals. 
Further, keeping in view of the existing traffic situations its is essential to implement the project 
at the earliest which reduces traffic congestion and enhance the economic status of the region. 


2. Shri. Ramanathan, Sheegihalli 


He enquired about the new alignment at Sheegihalli, compensation details and informed that if the 
alignment passes the constructed area compensation should be given separately for the land and 
constructed area. 


Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA informed that the alignment near Sheegahalli changes 
due to the earlier alignment passing through constructed areas and extra compensation have to be 
provided for those. Those people have to be displaced and the decision has to be finalized by the 
Government. He also explained that compensation will be provided separately for land and constructed 
areas upon detailed land valuation. 


Shri. Ramanath further asked that if the PRR alignment at Sheegahalli has not yet been finalized. Dr. H. R. 
Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA informed that due to developmental activities being initiated at 
Sheegahalli, the alignment has to be changed and finalized separately. He further informed that a 
preliminary notification of the land details will be released shortly. 


Participants interrupted saying that they are opposing the project itself and that there is no point in 
discussing the compensation. Shri. Ramanath informed that they also oppose the project but the public at 
least needs to know where the alignment passes. One of the participants expressed that there is no point 
in arguing about this and referred to the NGT Order. He also expressed that they are left in a dilemma 
since 15 years and not able to build any houses because of the project and they would just ram it with 


JCBs. 


Compliance: 


The compensation will be paid as per the Hon'ble Supreme Court Judgement dt: 20.01.2022 in 
Miscellaneous Application No(s).16141616 of 2019 in Miscellaneous Application No(s).13461348 
of 2019 in Civil Appeal No(s). 76617663 of 2018 and BDA Act, 1976. 


Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA informed that due to developmental activities 
being initiated at Sheegihalli, the alignment near Sheegihalli has to be changed and finalized 
separately, He further informed that a preliminary notification of the land details will be released 
shortly. 


3. Mrs, Tara Krishnaswamy, Citizens for Bangalore 


Mrs. Tara Krishnaswamy from Citizens for Bangalore shared that normally the Environment Impact 
Assessment is done after the alignment is finalized, that is the process after analyzing where the road is 
going and what is the full impact. The BDA has already announced that 700+ acres will be acquired in 
addition to this 1800 acres that has already been earmarked. There is massive change in alignment in 
Sheegihalli. She also questioned that when the alignment is still being finalized, how is it possible to have 
environmental impact assessment? How can we trust and make sure that it is the correct one for us to 
comment. She requested KSPCB to wait until the BDA has finalized the alignment and then ask for a fresh 
EIA to be prepared and then ask for the comments. 


Compliance: 


The fresh EIA/EMP report has been prepared based on the Final Notification for Land acquisition 
issued by GoK on 29.06.2007. Therefore, the alignment will not be changed entirely and the 
project will be implemented with minor modifications (if any) upon obtaining requisite approval. 


4, Shri. Yogesh 


He expresses that while talking about the alignment, the interim report itself says that the alignment 
near Bilishivale has been omitted. But in the fresh report Bilishivale has been included again. He 
questioned which document has to be referred by us. He also mentioned that 100 villages have been left 
out in the interim report and that has been included again in the fresh report. He questioned if the 
alignment changes again. Shri. Yogesh questioned the validity of the interim report published by BDA. 


Meanwhile, Mrs. Tara Krishnaswamy intervened in between and questioned that the impact assessment 
has not been made for the 700 acres. The process is not followed. Legally BDA is supposed to give EIA for 
the final alignment. The original report said that only 200 trees will be cut and as per the fresh EIA report 
about 33,000 trees be removed. She questioned how the public will know that the number of trees cut will 
be as per the given report and the wrong DPR is submitted. BDA mentioned that the DPR is 95% accurate 
what about the remaining 5%. From the statement given by BDA it’s not 5% its 40% increase in the 
alignment and the land that is being acquired. How do you expect that we trust the EIA that has been 
submitted already given that BDA has already accepted that they had submitted an erroneous report 


earlier. 


Participants complained that no replies are being given for the queries raised by the public. Participants 
say the public opinion is that EIA is wrong and the public does not even know what is happening then 
how can they even give comments. Participants say that the public opinion is the BDA reports are wrong 
and almost 12000 people are telling they want a fresh DPR. So if that’s the public opinion why not the 
fresh DPR being published to the public. 


Compliance: 


Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA clarified that the alignment does not change at 
Bilishivale. However, the alignment runs parallel to the petronet pipeline and in order to ensure a 
buffer of 50 m from the petronet pipeline, the alignment has been slightly shifted alongside the 
petronet pipeline to avoid any risk. 


The fresh EIA/EMP report has been prepared based on the Final Notification for Land acquisition 
issued by GoK on 29.06.2007. Therefore, the alignment will not be changed entirely and the 
project will be implemented with minor modifications (if any) upon obtaining requisite approval. 
Further, the tree enumeration has also been carried out as per the Final Notification for Land 
acquisition issued by GoK on 29.06.2007. Therefore, a total of 33,838 trees have been recorded in 
the RoW of the PRR alignment. 


Shri. Santhosh Kumar T. M., representative of M/s Environmental Health & Safety Consultants Pvt. 
Ltd. Informed that this is only a Rapid EIA report and whatever objections suggestions received in 
this meeting will be incorporated and draw the proceedings. 


The objections/suggestions given will be recorded and submitted to Karnataka State Level 
Environmental Impact Assessment Authority (KSEIAA) where they will ask the BDA to modify the 
final EIA and submit. Based on the report the KSEIAA will take the decision and in the meantime 
the participants can submit their queries. Participants complained that BDA never responds to 
the e-mails or queries. BDA informed that replying to the queries is in the process and we are 
collecting the public opinion. Until we complete the collection of public opinion we cannot finalize 
the report. 


Shri. Santhosh Kumar T. M., representative of M/s Environmental Health & Safety Consultants Pvt. 
Ltd. also informed that this is only a Rapid EIA report and all the public 
opinions/objections/suggestions will be recorded, incorporated and then submitted to EIA 
authority. 


5. Mrs. Tara Krishnaswamy, Citizens for Bangalore 


Mrs. Tara Krishnaswamy demanded the answer for the comment about EIA being invalid based on old 
alignment. She expressed that the Commissioner of BDA himself made a public statement that 700+ acres 
of land will be acquired which is 40% more than the current 1800+ acres. She questioned that how can 
that be a small change. She stated that there is some environmental impact due to the proposed clover 
leafs and that has to be considered. She questioned that how BDA can say that there is no impact. 


She questioned that how can the tree enumeration in additional 300 acres be done when the area was 
changed two weeks back after the EIA has been prepared. She mentioned that the EIA is old and 
requested to make it comprehensive. She requested not to use the old EIA report since that is incorrect. 


Compliance: 


Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA again clarified that there is no major changes 
in the alignment except for some new developmental regions and 95% of the alignment remains 
same. Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA explained that in the preliminary 
notification in 2010, 300 acres has been mentioned which was for the toll plazas and now the 
additional land mentioned is for the cloverleaf junctions at the Airport road and Old Madras Road 
where the traffic has increased considerably, Otherwise 65.5 km length of the original final 
notification remains same. There are no changes in the alignment. The additional 700+ acres is 
only for the toll plazas and in 2010 the Supreme Court Order had deferred by instructing that the 
details be given while initiating the project. 


Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA explained that he is not denying that there is 
impact and that they have also carried out tree enumeration. Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer 
Member, BDA stated that the additional land was identified earlier but was not notified and that 
tree enumeration will be done again separately for the proposed cloverleaf junctions upon 
Notification. 


6. Shri. Bharath, Soladevanahalli 


He informed that he has a site at Soldevanahalli, SBM Layout. According to the report, our site is notified 
and will be acquired but, till date we have not received any notice and we didn’t get any clarifications 
from the BDA. He requested to give any clarifications regarding the acquisition or the guidance the value 
fixed or one fine day you will drop down like rain stating Rs. 100/- is the worth without giving the notice. 
There is a legal procedure for everything and finalizing the rate at the end. There is no clarity since 15 
years and there is no use of this project. We as the victims play soft and questioned if there is any 
clarification for this. He also expressed that the presentation was done in Kannada and there is no 
purpose for this meeting. He also said that the EIA is not published locally since it has already been 
mentioned in the Court’s affidavit that it must be presented in local language. He expressed that the 
presentation could have been given in Hindi or English. Any man who is literate knows that there are 
local languages, any official language such as Hindi or English can also be interpreted. He requested to at 
least give clarity on guidance value, it’s been 15 years they are not sure whether to construct houses or 
not since 2005. He also mentioned that BDA has even got the Supreme Court Order favored. Legally 
standing, if you take it to all the retired judges they would say that the 2005 notification is null and void 
in the eyes of law. 


He expressed that the Government can acquire land but at least give us the clarification on compensation 
and give us a notice if our land will be acquired or not. There is no clarity on it, the BDA says to ask BBMP 
and BBMP says to ask BDA. He expresses his concern by saying whom should we approach for the details. 


Compliance: 
The compensation will be paid as per the Hon'ble Supreme Court Judgement dt: 20.01.2022 in 


Miscellaneous Application No(s).16141616 of 2019 in Miscellaneous Application No(s).13461348 
of 2019 in Civil Appeal No(s). 76617663 of 2018 and BDA Act, 1976. 


Shri. Santhosh Kumar T. M., representative of M/s Environmental Health & Safety Consultants Pvt. 
Ltd., requested Shri. Bharath to share his site details through e-mail so that clarification in that 
regard will be sent. Further, as per the guidelines, the presentation has to be carried out in the 
local language of the project affected area. Hence, the presentation was carried out in Kannada. 
Further, if the participant had requested for presentation in English prior to the meeting the 
presentation would have been done in a language preferred by everyone. However, the project 
details of the same has been displayed in KSPCB Website in English and the participants can go 
through it. 


Shri. P. Shivaraju, Deputy Commissioner (Land Acquisition), BDA explained that the Final 
Notification has been made for 1810 acres and the new Preliminary Notification is being 
approved. Award will be made in the upcoming stages. 


7. Shri. Suresh, Varthur 


He stated that the project has been lapsed by 2012 and how the BDA can proceed with the proposal. He 
questioned if the project is being proposed considering the legal aspects. A Public Hearing was conducted 
on August 18*near Yelahanka, he had shared his objections by filing the legal points through e-mail and 
it’s been over one month but didn’t receive any response till date. He asked when he will receive the reply 
for his queries, He has frequently been in touch with BDA and KSPCB and didn’t receive any response. He 
also expressed that at this stage the alignment cannot be changed under the section 4 of BDA Act. That 
no changes will be allowed after first notification. He also stated that BDA informed that the alignment 
near Sheegihalli will be changed, but he stated that 3 km stretch has been disconnected. He said that BDA 
said that the alignment is being changed due to the presence of apartments in that stretch and 
questioned that there are buildings, cattle farms, cattle sheds, sericulture farms in other lands also but 
that has not been considered. 


He further stated that in Jarakabandekaval RF, about 25 acres of forest land will be diverted. But the 
Forest Officer has informed that the alignment should not pass through the forest land, no substitution 
land will be provided and the ecosystem should not be disturbed. He stated that BDA is not eligible to pay 
compensation. He raised his objections on 20% of August and the project authorities have not yet replied. 
The project should be implemented within 5 years from the date of Final Notification and the alignment 
has been changed 4. times so far. He expressed that the farmers are suffering due to political issues. The 
farmers are losing the lands owned by them since generations. He does not want the PRR project. Their 
main occupation is agriculture and do not want to lose their lands. 


Compliance: 


Further, Government of Karnataka vide Government order no. UDD 399 MNX 2006, Bangalore dt: 
29.06.2007 issued Final Notification for Land acquisition of 733 ha (1810.18 acres) in 67 villages. 
Therefore, the alignment will not be changed entirely and the project will be implemented with 
minor modifications (if any) upon obtaining requisite approval. Further, the Compliance to all 
these comments/suggestions/objections will be published in the BDA official website for the 
public to go through it. 


The project requires diversion of 7.91 Ha of forest land belonging to Jarakabandekaval RF which 
attracts the provisions of Forest (Conservation) Act, 1980. About 0.79 km of the proposed project 
alignment passes through Jarakabandekaval RF and about 631 trees are recorded within the 
forest land proposed to be diverted. To compensate the forest diversion, 14.60 ha (36.10 acres) of 
land has been identified in Sy. No 156 of Mantapa Village, Jigani Hobli, Anekal Taluk, Bangalore 
Urban District which is adjacent to Bannerghatta National Park and found suitable for 
compensatory afforestation and management point of view. As per the prevailing guidelines of 
MoEF&CC and KFD, requisite NPV and cost for compensatory afforestation will be paid. 


8. Shri. Muralidhar, Bidarahalli 

He enquired about the change in the connectivity to Airport Road from PRR near Bidarahalli. 
Compliance: 

The possibility of change in alignment will be explored prior to the implementation of the project. 
9, Shri. Keerthi 


He explained that he is member of the group called tree solidarity. He asked on behalf of several activists 
if any feasibility studies have been conducted for the project pertaining to the traffic and its reduction. 
Since it has not helped in the case of NICE Road. Participants expressed that the details of the traffic 
studies was not made available to the public. 


Compliance: 


Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA explained that the final notification has been 
done only after conducting traffic related studies. Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, 
BDA informed that their suggestions has been recorded and will be responded with the reply at 
the earliest. 


10. Mr. Hari 


He stated that the new DPR with the change in land requirement of 700+ acres have not been shared to 
the citizens and questioned when will the DPR be shared. Mr. Hari questioned that the DPR has to be 
shared with the public before obtaining clearance from the NGT. He questioned that if the 700+ acres is 
made only for toll plazas. 


Compliance: 


Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA informed that the DPR will be shared upon 
obtaining clearance from NGT. Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA explained that 
for the environmental aspects the land/survey numbers falling within the alignment has been 
studied as per the final notification. Along with that the details of trees falling within the 
alignment and its impact on environment has been studied thoroughly. The same has been 
presented and is available in the Karnataka State Pollution Control Board (KSPCB) and BDA 
website for the public information. Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA explained 
that this meeting is organized only for discussing the environmental issues and a separate 
meeting will be scheduled as part of SIA studies to discuss land related issues. 


11, Shri. Leo Saldano, Environment Support Group 


He requested that his submission be made only to the Pollution Control Board not to BDA or BBMP for 
comments to the project. He stated that he works for the Environment Support Group and worked on 
such projects for 20-25 years right from the time the Bangalore-Mysore infrastructure corridor was 
promoted and having studied all these he can say that this submission is only for the Pollution Control 
Board who is chairing this process and he wants to draw the attention to the advertisement made. He 
stated that if we see the advertisement made calling for this process, right in the beginning it says 
continuity of the Environmental Public Hearing through webinar. When we say the continuity, we are 
assuming that the earlier hearing which was held is legitimate. Mr. Anand Singh Minister for Forest and 
Environment said that the hearing was cancelled, people were supposed to participate did not come 
there. In a very mischievous move, the Pollution Control Board went on to held the hearing and then 
Pollution Control Board claims that the hearing is legitimate when the superior authority who ts 
representing the Department of Ecology and Environment and Forests under which the Pollution Control 
Board participates has confirmed that the hearing is not legitimate and then how can we call this 
hearing continuity of that illegitimate hearing. This agitates against the very Environmental (Protection) 
Act under which we are doing this because Environmental (Protection) Act is not a ritual we just fill its 
not like they have gone to survey and managed/complied with it. Everything you have been saying is like 
we will do it later, we will do it after your submissions, we will think about it. This is what the Pollution 
Control Board should have actually looked at the application of BDA. BDA or Brigade investment or 
Reliance are all applicant agencies. Just because BDA is appointed by the Government and some IAS 
Officer sits at the top does not make BDA a regulatory agency here. They are treating the BDA as if it is a 
regulatory agency and they are submitting yourself being a regulatory agency to an applicant agency 
and therefore suffering from the worst possible concern for the Pollution Control Board. You are there as 
an autonomous body, you are supposed to look at the application and see if the application is a legitimate 
application. Now what is a legitimate application, first and foremost there has to be a plan. It is not 
possible to construct a house today and get the plan tomorrow. Getting the BDA permission and BBMP 
Construction Certificate after the construction is not feasible. He says if he has to follow the law BDA has 
to follow the law. If BDA doesn’t even have a DPR how did he even accept the application, who gave the 
authority, if you not read the Environmental (Protection) Act, Water Act, and Environmental Impact 
Assessment Notification. But you have no authority to violate a procedure and then say a violated 
procedure in continuation of which this webinar is being conducted. So please step back, this entire 


process is illegal; do not give people who are participating out of the pain of losing their lands. Out of the 
pain that they are actually suffering the destruction of the environment, out of the pain of looking at that 
the potential disaster causing just because politician wants to increase the revenue. Is that what this 
Government has become? As the independent autonomous regulatory body you should have said that the 
application is invalid, go back and show me the DPR. Based on that due diligence, techno-economic 
survey and after that if there is an agreement show that agreement, bring all of that together and then 
show me your EIA, None of which you have done. Then you are making statements and you are allowing 
the applicant agency BDA is making statements that they have shifted the alignment, we are 
accommodating some very high end rich 2 crore worth apartment owners to continue to live but we are 
going to raid down our horrible destructive project on hundreds of villages and thousands of homes. 
There is no humanity and what if your house falls within the project alignment. He says he has fought 
against BMRCL where they were about to destroy so many houses and stopped them. At that time BMRCL 
was complicit with the illegal project. The Supreme Court has issued two orders, one for PRR and BMRCL 
vs NICE company. Please go and refer those orders. What does the Supreme Court tell you? That 
regulatory power is absolute. It is not something you bargain with the applicant agency. BDA and the 
Prime Minister has to be treated same. You cannot step back and say that BDA is headed by IAS Officer. 
You cannot use administrative problems/vulnerability and attack the rights of people. There are 
thousands and thousand of people suffering here. Don’t put them through pain. Please go and ask the 
farmers, their grand children, go back and live in the farms and get to know how they suffer. This is a 
totally illegal project and is not a continuity to the illegal public hearing and demand that the public 
hearing be scrapped right now. This is simple issue with lack of humanity, You cannot play with the lives 
of people and farmers who are struggling to survive. He also stated that there is a High Court Order 
which has not been challenged by the State in which each and every individual officer will be held in 
contempt of Court if they push through infrastructure project in manner you are now doing. Please 
appreciate what | am saying because the current High Court is very very clear that rule based work is the 
only way to work in promoting any developmental project. It cannot be based on arbitrary decision, 
irrationality or the Chief Minister insisted on doing the project. You are the servant of the law and the 
people. 


Based on the Terms of References issued by the SEIAA dt: 21.01.2020 for the project, Bangalore 
Development Authority has submitted the Draft EIA Report to KSPCB on 22.06.2020 for 
conducting Environmental Public Hearing. Accordingly, the Member Secretary, KSPCB vide letter 
dt: 29.06.2020 requested the Deputy Commissioner, Bengaluru Urban District to finalize the date 
and venue for conducting the Public Hearing. The Deputy Commissioner, Bengaluru Urban 
District vide letter dt: 30.06.2020 informed KSPCB to conduct the Public Hearing on 18.08.2020 
which is exactly after 45 days from the date of confirmation of the Public Hearing as laid down in 
the EIA Notification. The Environmental Officer, Regional Office- Yelahanka, KSPCB vide letter dt: 
03.07.2020 informed the Member Secretary, KSPCB about the date and time finalized by the 
Deputy Commissioner. 


As per the procedures laid down in the EIA Notification, 2006 and its subsequent amendments, 
the paper notification about conducting the Public Hearing in two leading newspapers such as 


“Kannada Prabha” and “Deccan Herald” was published on 17.07.2020. Further, the Draft EIA 
report, the Executive Summary of the Draft EIA report in English and Kannada was placed in all 
the Gram Panchayats falling in the project area, all Ward Offices, City Municipal Council Offices, 
Regional Offices of the KSPCB, Tahsildars of the Bengaluru North Taluk, East Taluk and 
Yelahanka Taluk, Zilla Panchayat, Commissioner BBMP, Deputy Commissioner, Bengaluru Urban 
District, District Industry Centre, Bengaluru Urban District and Regional Offices of MoEF Offices 
in Bengaluru for public review and comments. The Draft EIA Report and Executive Summaries 
were also published in the KSPCB Website for comments and suggestions. 


On 18.08.2020 the Deputy Commissioner, Bengaluru Urban District inspected the Public Hearing 
Venue with respect to compliance to COVID-19 guidelines and permitted to proceed with the 
Public Hearing. About 81 persons participated in the Public Hearing and 14 of them expressed 
their comments and suggestions pertaining to the project. Meanwhile, based on the requests of 
NGO’s, Environmentalists and Elected Representatives, in order to provide opportunity for the 
people those who have not attended the offline Public Hearing, a virtual conference was 
organized on 23.09.2020 with prior intimation to general public through paper notifications on 
01.09.2020 in “Kannada Prabha” and “Deccan Herald”, publishing in the website and by 
telecasting in FM Radio. There are 170 participants in the meeting and out of which 60 of them 
expressed their views and comments pertaining to the project. 


12. Shri. Prateek, Whitefield (1:10:47) 


He stated that we have to understand that the people who have attended the meeting today are making 
for and against statements. He would like to express his support to PRR on behalf of Whitefield. We expect 
that this kind of Public Hearing will happen and the hearing is not supposed to release its DPR before the 
hearing because there is no law which mandates. He thinks BDA is going on the right lines and have the 
support of RWS and if you want more support we can bring more support of RWS and we would like to 
support PRR, We would like you to complete it in a right manner by taking Environmental protection into 
account, replace whatever trees are being impacted, transplant trees wherever possible. But at the same 
time you have got the support of the public and RWS. 


Compliance: 


Positive response. For the entire length of PRR, 33838 trees have been recorded within the 100 m 
RoW. Out of which, there is a possibility of retaining 5,861 trees within the green space (5 m x 2) 
within RoW. However, as per the National Green Highways Policy, 2015 trees in the ratio 1:10 will 
be planted in the proposed green space along the Highway and an MoU will be entered with the 
Karnataka Forest Department for planting trees in designated areas suggested by the Forest 
Department. 


13, Ms, Anusha Gupta 


We would like to bring to your notice that there is a protest against this public consultation and we 
wanted to request you to postpone this public consultation in the beginning, but we were all muted so we 
couldn’t bring up this point. Just to bring to the notice of all the participants, we do have an alternate 


plea that if the High Court does listen to our prayer that this public consultation will not be valid and 
there will absolutely be another hearing. There will be another chance for everyone to voice their opinion 
and that everyone who does not have digital literacy and may not have been able to attend the zoom 
consultation and anyone who does not have internet access but is affected by this project. 


The Judgement of the Hon’ble NGT, Western Zone Bench, Pune dt: 17.08.2020 in OA No.23 of 2020 
states that the Public hearing can be conducted by utilizing all the available means as per the 
consents given by the respective stakeholders and State Governments. Further, MoEF&CC vide 
Office memorandum dt:14.09.2020 issued guidelines for conducting the Public Hearing where in 
it was directed that the State Pollution Control Boards to conduct the Public Hearing with 
adequate social distancing and other safeguards with a ceiling of 100 persons as mandated by 
Government of India Unlock-4 guidelines. It is also stated that use of virtual platform/ online 
facilities may also be employed in addition to the physical Public Hearing process. 


Further, it is also mentioned that the State Boards may also obtain responses in writing from 
concerned persons having a plausible stake in the environmental aspect of the project or activity 
through electronic means. In view of the above, KSPCB and BDA has complied MoEF&CC Office 
Memorandum in all respect. 


In addition to this, the directions issued by the Hon’ble Court on 23.09.2020 and subsequently on 
10.12.2020 discussed the restrictions on appraising the Final EIA report as contemplated by 
Clause IV of Paragraph 7 of the EIA Notification dt: 14.09.2006. Further, the proposed PRR project 
is entirely in Bengaluru Urban District and the population are very familiar with smartphones, 
internet connections, data usage and online technology. The virtual Environmental Public 
Hearing was successfully conducted with more than 170 participants. 


14, Mr. Anmol Sharma, Yelahanka 


He expressed that we also have to understand the Government and BDA’s decision. They tried to date a 
public and we are in kind of emergency scenario who are not able to attend the meeting. Then BDA kind 
of came up with the concept of having an online meeting through zoom. Please understand if we are in 
our company can we allow our work to stop. Do we want to go into primitive times and don’t have any 
kind of progress. On one side we want to dream that our country become like US and European countries 
and on the other side we have all the reasons to criticize the things. We have to be rational and if BDA is 
trying to conduct a continuation to EPH, it is very well known that the previous meeting happened. Now 
on the online platform this meeting is being conducted where everybody's concern is considered. Why 
don’t we put the major concerns we have regarding the project and how we can better resolve it for the 
environment. Can we plan to plant more trees and cover the road with trees on both sides. Let us come up 
with innovative solutions where the progress can happen. If we compare the size of Bangalore with other 
big countries of the world, it is 1/3rd of the city size like London. We have to be rational with both the 
side. We have to protect the environment but at the same time we have to focus on progress of our 
Country. 


Compliance: 


Positive response. For the entire length of PRR, 33838 trees have been recorded within the 100 m 
RoW. Out of which, there is a possibility of retaining 5,861 trees within the green space (5 mx 2) 
within RoW. However, as per the National Green Highways Policy, 2015 trees in the ratio 1:10 will 
be planted in the proposed green space along the Highway and an MoU will be entered with the 
Karnataka Forest Department for planting trees in designated areas suggested by the Forest 
Department. Innovative solutions such as transplantation activities have also been proposed in 
the project with a view of saving trees having significant ecological value based on their 
sustainability. 


15, Mr. Prathik Kumar 


He stated that according to the Office Memorandum issued by the Central Government, physical hearings 
are not allowed with 100 people and if there are more than 100 people, multiple hearings can be 
conducted. Physical meetings were quite alarming. Right now with proper safeguard measures we can 
ensure physical hearing which ensures participation of all communities being affected not only who have 
internet access and digital literacy to login to the zoom platform. These people who will be the worst 
sufferers of the BDA project and not being able to voice their concerns. This public hearing is really not an 
inclusive public hearing. | am also one of the petitioners who have filed at the High Court against the 
virtual hearing. Hopefully, the Court gives us an alternative remedy and a physical hearing after this is 
done. 


Compliance: 


The Environmental Public Hearing has been conducted on 18.08.2020 as per the provisions of the 
EIA Notifications, 2006 and its subsequent amendments. Keeping in view of the present pandemic 
COVID-19 situation, the Environmental Public Hearing was conducted as per the guidelines 
issued by the Govt. of India with necessary precautionary measures such as thermal screening, 
distribution of masks, face shields, gloves, utilization of hand sanitizers, seating arrangements 
with not more than 50 seats at two separate platforms with social distancing. Subsequently, 
keeping in view of the present COVID-19 pandemic situation, a Virtual Environmental Public 
Hearing was conducted on 23.09.2020 to obtain the views of the public. Further, a physical public 
hearing along with virtual public hearing was conducted as per the Judgement of the Hon'ble 
NGT, Western Zone Bench, Pune dt: 17.08.2020, MoEF&CC vide Office memorandum at:14.09.2020 
and Hon’ble High Court order dt: 23.09.2020 and 10.12.2020. 


16. Mr. Venugopal, Sheegihalli 


He enquired about the bypass along Sheegihalli near Vagdevi School. He enquired if the details available 
on the website are final. 


Compliance: 


Shri, Santhosh Kumar T. M., representative of M/s Environmental Health & Safety Consultants Pvt. 
Ltd. informed that there is a discussion going on regarding the finalization of the alignment in 
Sheegihalli. The same will be conveyed upon finalization. 


17, Mr. Mahesh, Chandapura 


He stated that this is a 15 year old project and now all the environmental related issues and land related 
issues by individual site owners are being discussed. The population of Bangalore is increasing day by day 
meantime; the project cost is also increasing. He questioned the present status of the project. 


Compliance: 


The compensation will be paid as per the Hon’ble Supreme Court Judgement dt: 20.01.2022 in 
Miscellaneous Application No(s).16141616 of 2019 in Miscellaneous Application No(s).13461348 
of 2019 in Civil Appeal No(s). 76617663 of 2018 and BDA Act, 1976. 


18. Ms. Shreya, Yelahanka 


She expressed that the proposed project requires 25 acres of Jarakabandekaval RF for which there is no 
justification on any ground. There are two roads running parallel on either sides of the forest. The roads 
don’t have much traffic. | don’t see why the forests have to be bulldozed for another road that will not 
serve Bangalore in any way. The forest in itself offers huge value to people of Bangalore. It is one of the 
last remaining patches of forest here and hundreds of walkers, runners and cyclists use this forest every 
week. There are farmers living around the forest use the forest for grazing their livestock. The national 
biking champion also trains in the Avalahalli. EIA has a tiny note in the document saying that there is 
indirect evidence confirming the presence of Indian peafowl and that construction of road may cause loss 
of habitat. When if the people who did the EIA had actually did take the trouble to walk into the forest 
they would found the direct evidence with their very own eyes. There are many peacocks, Black naped 
hare, Hornbills, bee-eaters migratory birds such as the greater spotted eagle which is a threatened 
species, Indian Grey Mongoose which is an endangered species and a variety of snakes and butterflies. 
There is no doubt that the construction of road inside the forest will cause huge loss of habitat and direct 
killing of animals, The construction of road will cause tremendous pollution and no amount of 
compensatory planting is going to replace the forest and finally we are in the middle of the pandemic and 
there are many more such pandemics to come. I am sure the BDA, PCB and the forest department they 
understand the pandemics occur as a result of forest loss. So how does bulldozing the forest and more 
trees when the current infrastructure is already available for traffic not in a very good condition. First 
repair that, But why does this new project is needed in any way. 


Compliance: 


About 0.79 km of the proposed project alignment passes through Jarakabandekaval RF. Detailed 
survey and local consultation showed that Jarakabandekaval RF is home to several small 
mammals and avifaunal species such as Peacock, Hare, Mangoose, etc. Jarakabandekaval RF is 
predominantly known for Indian Peafowl, the Schedule-I species which are abundantly found in 
the area. These animals have already adjusted to the existing noisy conditions and naturally 


move away from the source of disturbance. However, noise barriers made of polycarbonate will 
be installed along sensitive areas including Jarakabandekaval RF which would reduce about 36 
dB(A) which would reduce the impacts of noise generation on biodiversity of Jarakabandekaval 
RF during operation phase. 


19. Mr. Arogya Swamy, Bairati (KRS Party) 


The temperature in Bengaluru is increasing every year, now if we cut 33,000 trees it is thinkable that how 
that will affect our environment. Therefore, we request you to nullify the project because from the past 15 
years its being postponed. Now the 3a procedure has been initiated and that there is no guarantee that 
this project will be continued. You have also acquired 1800 acres and an additional 700 acres will be 
acquired. You will again carry forward for another 5 years. In addition to all this, 33,000 trees and the 
trees present in 700 acres would total to around 43,000 to 50,000 trees. If this many number of trees in 
Bengaluru will be removed then Bengaluru will become Bengal. Therefore, it is hereby requested to 
cancel the project. 


He stated that there is inner ring road and outer ring road and tree in lakhs were also removed. The 
proponent also promised the same thing but is not successful and the trees planted are not found today. 
The trees planted for metro projects and other projects are dead. Therefore there is no guarantee that 
the trees planted for this project won't survive. 


Compliance: 


Negative response. Dr. H. R. Shantharajanna, Engineer Member, BDA explained that along with 
green belt development transplantation will also be done and the trees in the greenery area will 
be retained. BDA is also keen on retaining greenery since it also acts as a barrier for reducing air 
and noise pollution. A part of Corporate Environment Responsibility (CER) we have allocated 
funds and the activities will be implemented with the support of NGOs. Further, the plantation 
activities and its maintenance will be verified as part of six monthly compliance report 
submission to MoEF&CC. 


20. Mr. Rajesh, Rajajinagar 


He expressed that he has a lot of expectation from this project. Due to the present day traffic, people are 
spending more than one hour and it will take more than 3 to 4 hours to reach office. Instead of 
supporting the project people are getting involved with NGOs and affecting the implementation of the 
project. There are so many industries which contribute to the environmental pollution and nobody talks 
about that. In such useful Government projects people spend hours together and discuss their objections, 
We should not entertain such people. 


Compliance: 
Positive response towards the implementation of the project. 


21. Shri. Tejaswi, Yeshwanthpura 
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He expressed that those who spoke earlier and shared their concerns are narrow minded people. The PRR 
is good project because the City has to grow and the entire world is looking onto Bengaluru. It is a silicon 
hub, IT&BT Hub and stands in the 4th place in the entire world. He expresses that the politicians get 
involved with the NGOs and others and try to stop such projects. 


Participants expressed that Shri. Tejaswi only talk about the project and not about other people's 
opinions. 


Shri. Tejaswi stated that he didn’t interrupt others while they were talking and expect that he not be 
interrupted by other while he is talking. He expressed about the NGT case pertaining to Varthur lake and 
its present condition and how humiliating it is for the local people to discuss about it. He said that there 
are so many issues already in the City. He expressed that during the COVID-19 pandemic his relative was 
not able to reach the hospital on time due to the traffic. In order to avoid such situations projects such as 
PRR is essential. He requested that the NGO’s not interrupt the developmental projects and submit only 
valid points. He requests the Deputy Commissioner, PCB Official and BDA to uphold the project and 
implement at the earliest. He questioned about the actions being taken by the environmentalists 
pertaining to the Varthur lake. We faced humiliating situation from NGT. NGOs don’t have necessary data 
and study the data; they just interrupt such developmental projects. If this is the case how the City 
develop? The project is the only solution to all problems such as traffic and unemployment. He once again 
requests the Deputy Commissioner and BDA to implement the project at the earliest. 


Compliance; 
Positive response towards the implementation of the project. 
22. Shri. Yogesh, 


He expressed that due to such discussions he expected this in the comprehensive discussions and this 
would not happen in physical discussions where everyone will get involved not only those with digital 
domain. He insisted that the consultations be done in a decentralized manner. 


Participant expressed that people should talk only about the project and not talk about others and insult 
others because everyone has dignity. He requested that BDA officials ensured the same. 


23. Ms. Yogda, C V Raman Nagar 


Some of the concerns are that the traffic studies that was done as part of the 528 pages EIA document 
which was released. Some of the things which I have to point out is that before planning this project what 
kind of alternatives were considered. Because ifwe see for the past many years, Bangalore City has been 
seeing in inner ring road and outer ring roadhas come up and then KRDCL has come up with surrounding 
road project. Now Peripheral Ring Road is being built up, metro and one more sub-urban project is 
coming up. So many different agencies are there and all of them are constructing their own mode of 
transport. So one issue that I have is that as the citizen of Bangalore is that what is the comprehensive 
transport module even though BMRCL has mentioned that PRR is part of comprehensive mobility plan 
but other projects like KRDCL which are not mentioned in the document are also coming up. What is the 
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comprehensive transport plan for Bangalore? Somebody is mentioning we need data to back this up. 
Some person before me said we need data to back this. So | have gone through the traffic data so we can 
see for PRR that except for Tumkur Road and Hosur Road all other roads have less than 5% heavy 
vehicles traffic and more than 60% of traffic is due to two wheeler and private car. So, what is being done 
from the Government side to increase public transport usage and reduce private vehicle usage. In 
Bangalore last year we saw 85 lakh vehicles is crossing 1.2 Cr. That is why we now see extreme number of 
private vehicles and what is being done to reduce this. Secondly, we have seen outer ring road has also 
become jammed now and development has come up on all sides of the roads. If we build another ring 
road what is the guarantee that the city will not sprawl, again unplanned development will not happen. 
The same thing happened in Delhi also they kept increasing transport systems and eating up villages on 
the other sides and now it has become such as huge city. In terms of pandemic and disaster, it becomes 
very difficult to control because populations are concentrated and there is so much pressure on the land 
value, water, air, etc. 


Last thing is that | am 22 years old, my generation is the next generation and we are actually worried 
that how the climate crisis is going to affect us, if you are aware Indonesia is going to change its capital 
from Jakarta because they are sinking. Bangalore’s green cover has gone down, 70% of the green cover 
has gone down in the last 20-30 years. Last year first time we hit 39 degrees temperature in Bangalore 
City which is supposed to be a hill station. So wat is the effort that is being made to meet the carbon 
emission norms. Recently we saw floods in North Karnataka and in Coorg especially, if we do this kind of 
unplanned development and remove the trees without any comprehensive planning then I don’t know 
where the next generation like us will land. | am very concerned about how the city is being planned. 


Compliance: 


Negative response. Plantation activities in the ratio of 1:10 is just a mitigation measure in order 
to compensate the impact caused due to the implementation of PRR. Only mitigation measures 
and management plans can be implemented for any such developmental projects. No impacts can 
practically be settled as such. However, successful implementation of management plans will 
provide astonishing results which would balance the impacts caused due to the project. In 
addition to this, separate studies pertaining to assessment of ecological values of trees will be 
ensured in the later studies. 


24, Shri. Krishna, Sarjapura Road 


He expressed that the stretch from Hosur Road to Gunjur Road is considered green zone which is 
equivalent to forest land. If we consider it as the forest land the number of trees falling within this zone 
has been assessed. In November 2017, BDA RMP Master plan 2031 was provided and was not 
implemented. The BDA Plan ended in 2015 and everything is illegal from past 5 years. Nobody has 
assessed the loss in environment due to this. PRR was being planned since 15 years and the time is being 
wasted since the project has not been initiated. Till today people are discussing about the project and the 
project is not moving forward in terms of implementation. 


Compliance: 
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The proposal pertaining to the finalization of compensation matrix is pending before the 
government since 2007. Due to the ever increasing land acquisition cost year to year, the project 
proposal becomes burden every year. Presently, the Government has considered this proposal 
very seriously for future development and honestly pursing the matter for resource mobilization 
and financial tie ups with external agencies. Further, even though final land acquisition 
notification has been issued in 2007, Govt. has agreed to pay the compensation as per the 
prevailing Land Acquisition guidelines. Therefore, the project will be implemented at the earliest 
upon obtaining requisite clearances. 


25. Shri. Ambarisha, Channasandra 


He stated that till now everyone but farmers have been discussing. Farmers who have been working 
honestly have not received any justice. The properties have been divided amongst the family and 
everyone is suffering. It is hereby requested to implement the project at the earliest and provide 
appropriate compensation. 


Compliance; 


- The compensation will be paid as per the Hon’ble Supreme Court Judgement dt: 20.01.2022 in 


Miscellaneous Application No(s).16141616 of 2019 in Miscellaneous Application No(s).13461348 
of 2019 in Civil Appeal No(s). 76617663 of 2018 and BDA Act, 1976. 


26. Shri. Vijaykumar, 


He stated that the Peripheral Ring Road is proposed to divert the traffic movement outside the City. But 
there are already three inner ring road within the city. All the vehicles that move from Tumkur Road has 
to pass through Hosur Road and vehicles fram Kolar Road has to pass through Hosur Road. All the 
vehicles have to pass through city only. There is no use of PRR and it is not essential. 


Compliance: 
Negative response. 
27. Smt. Saraswathi, 


She expressed that she has a lot to say but many people have spoken everything and don’t think she wants 
to talk anything. She requested to carry out everything they say in the right sense. 


Mr. Rajesh, Rajajinagar: He expressed that all the farmers are also encouraging the project and all they 
expect is the compensation as per the norms, All the issues are being created by the NGOs. He expressed 
that the project is highly anticipated in Bangalore. He says that the project is encouraged by everyone 
and the delay in the project implementation is mainly due to the issues created by the NGOs. The project 
will be implemented by BDA and is considered a significant project. He requested that the project be 
implemented at the earliest and nobody is objecting the project. 


Compliance: 
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Positive response. The compensation will be paid as per the Hon'ble Supreme Court Judgement dt: 
20.01.2022 in Miscellaneous Application No(s).16141616 of 2019 in Miscellaneous Application 
No(s).13461348 of 2019 in Civil Appeal No(s). 76617663 of 2018 and BDA Act, 1976. 


28. Ms, Shilpa 


She expressed that instead of talking about the project merits and demerits, it is essential to talk about 
how the project should develop and how fast it should be implemented. But as per the suggestions, it 
cannot be implemented immediately without due process. She also explained that the project has to be 
initiated only after DPR has been released and nobody is talking about that. All Government projects has 
to follow due procedure before implementation. But instead, not following the procedure, overlooking or 
overruling the legal aspects and non-provision of the project details to the public are noticed. She 
questioned as to why such projects are being undertaken. BDA is not releasing new DPR and new scheme. 
There is no point in blaming the citizens. It is hereby requested hat BDA follow the procedure. 


Compliance: 


The project will be implemented upon obtaining requisite clearances and approvals by following 
due procedure. 


29, Mr. Rahman Khan, Varthur 


He expressed that the project is problematic for farmers and they are expecting as to when the project 
will be implemented. They are worried if they can start other works and if they start anything they will 
get some information that BDA is going to initiate the work. This has caused severe problems to the 
farmers. He requested that the farmers get confirmed if the project will be implemented or not so that 
they can take a decision on their upcoming activities. 


Compliance: 


The project will be implemented at the earliest upon obtaining requisite clearances and 
approvals by following due procedure. 


30. Shri. Raghavandra, Avalahalli 


He expressed that the common people like him who are affected by the project are suffering from past 15 
years. They are in a doubt if they can grow in their land or can sell their lands. They are tired of waiting 
since 15 years. He stated to either implement the project or scarp the project; either give our lands back 
or take it. He expressed that they cannot wait for longer time and that half of their lives have gone in this 
regard. He requested that the BDA officials look into it and get it done at the earliest. 


Compliance; 


The project will be implemented at the earliest upon obtaining requisite clearances and 
approvals by following due procedure. 


31, Shri. Sibgath, Bidaralli 

He enquired if a toll plaza has been proposed at Bidarahalli. 
Compliance: 

There are no toll plazas proposed at Bidarahalli. 

32. Shri. Kiran, Kogilu 


He stated that he is farmer and that he is losing 1 acre of land for the project. It has been 15 years and he 
requested that either the project be implemented or stopped permanently. They are not able to make any 
developments and they are experiencing anxiety due to this project. They have not received any details of 
the compensation but come only for surveys. He requested to take a decision at the earliest. 


Compliance: 


The compensation will be paid as per the Hon’ble Supreme Court Judgement dt: 20.01.2022 in 
Miscellaneous Application No(s).16141616 of 2019 in Miscellaneous Application No(s).13461348 
of 2019 in Civil Appeal No(s). 76617663 of 2018 and BDA Act, 1976. 


33. Shri. Shashidhar, Konappana Agrahara 


He stated that he is losing about 2 acres of land in Konappana Agrahara and is fighting for the land since 
27 years for NICE Road. Now the PRR is involved in land acquisition and his land has been acquired by 
KIADB. He questioned if it would get lapsed or over-rided. 


Shri. Santhosh Kumar T. M., representative of M/s Environmental Health & Safety Consultants Pvt. Ltd. 
questioned regarding the project for which the land has been acquired. Shri. Shashidhar explained that it 
was for NICE project. He expressed that they are unable to neither develop their lands nor sell it and that 
his father expired while waiting for the decision pertaining to land acquisition. He questioned what will 
BDA do in the upcoming days, will they give the compensation or make us wait for another 20 years. 


34. Ms. Yamini, Yelahanka 


She stated that she wanted to know a little bit about the water table. You are removing these many trees 
in Bangalore and the water is already depleted. She wants to know what is going to happen to the water 
table and what are the plans for restoring water in Bangalore and if the ground water table is already 
depleted. She further stated that there is an increase in private vehicles being majority in the roads. A lot 
of studies have shown that the more roads we build the number of private vehicles increase. The sub- 
urban rail systems, there aren't enough buses on certain routes and metro is not done yet. She questioned 
why are you not improving the public transport system which would benefit more people instead of 
constructing more roads and increasing the number of private vehicles. 


She also questioned how much development does the road actually provide? When we build a road people 
will lose their lands and their livelihood by selling their farm lands. 26% of the road passes through 
farmlands. How are you going to re-compensate it? She questioned the project says it is for development 
and who is it developed for? The project only going to benefit the rich people who are building the road. 
Who are the stakeholders in the project and how are you going to recompense their livelihood and how 
are you going to provide water for people who can’t buy Cauvery water or bottle water or dependent on 
ground water? 


Compliance: 


Negative response. The proposed alignment passes for about 13.65 km within the TG Halli 
catchment area where a total of 9,304 trees were recorded within 100 m RoW. Of which, 1,533 
trees will be retained within the proposed green space of width 5m x 2. Therefore, a total of 7,771 
trees will be removed within the TG Halli catchment area. This affects the ground water resources 
of the region. However, necessary mitigation measures such as plantation of trees in the ratio 
1:10, proper management of muck so as to not affect the drainage pattern, construction of farm 
ponds, check dams and percolation ponds will be made as part of Catchment Area Treatment Plan 
to minimize the impact on TG Halli catchment area. 


35, Shri. Vinay, Kogilu 


He expressed that Bangalore is sacred place for Kannadigas. The developmental activities carried out all 
these years are appreciated. Many outsiders were given job opportunities. Since 15 years several changes 
were noticed like change in Government, funding provisions from Japan and increased the project cost. 
However, the farmers are suffering from past fifteen years, they have not received any compensation till 
today and they are just holding their lands and not able to utilize it. Concentrating on developmental 
activities is good but affecting the local people lives is problematic. 


The project details will be planned 15 years prior and now the details are outdated. Planning should be 
done 25 years prior to the implementation and not the other way around. There are so many guidelines 
for road construction. Bus lanes have been proposed in the project and finally there is no space for buses, 
cycles or anything. Engineering structures have to be proposed as per the latest technologies and any 
projects should be undertaken with determination. The proponents should not take the words of 
politicians. BDA called for meeting and cancelled the same. This is happening frequently and is time 
consuming. 


BDA should undertake the project with determination and implement it like the metro project in Delhi. 
He requested not to play with the emotions of the people and take the decision quickly. There is no benefit 
from these actions. 


Compliance: 


Though the project has been planned 15 years prior, all the details presented in the Draft 
EIA/EMP studies have been updated. Further, there are no restrictions for the movement of buses 
in the main carriage way or service road and provision of cycle tracks (2 mm x 2) has also been 
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made within the proposed RoW. The project will be implemented at the earliest upon obtaining 
requisite clearances and approvals by following due procedure. 


36 Shri. Manjunath, Rajajinagar 


He is graduate from traffic studies. He expressed that he reads only negative aspects of the project in the 
newspaper everyday and no newspapers have expressed the positive aspects/impacts of the project. 
People say that the project affects the green cover of the City and the project report says the number of 
compensatory trees proposed to be plated and where it will be planted. Nobody understands that. Several 
people and NGOs said that there is a lot of traffic in the city and people themselves think about the 
everlasting traffic while travelling. People also say that the roads have been destroyed because of the civil 
engineers which is wrong. NGOs also say that the traffic is increasing without any reason but they 
themselves own several vehicles. They can use the public transportation. People also say that the 
environment is being affected only due to PRR. But there are so many other projects of similar nature 
with environmental impacts. It is also said that the city is being affected by urbanization predominantly 
due to roads but layouts, apartment construction and not due to road construction. People also express 
that the road alignment is being changed frequently from past 15 years but people should also try to 
understand the facts as in why there is delay in implementation and they themselves may be trying to find 
apt solution to the impacts. He expresses that if the PRR get implemented at the earliest it would be very 
helpful. 


Compliance: 
Positive response towards the implementation of the project. 
37, Ms, Annaporna, 


She stated that a few moments back someone spoke about the water depletion in Bangalore. She objects 
that the project passes along 6 lakes and it affects the water bodies and one and half year prior 600 Cr 
project for reviving TG Halli catchment has been launched. There are several localities in Bangalore 
where there is no more ground water. Bellandur is one among them and Whitefield is also one among 
them. Everyday water tankers are being utilized. Her question lies that 600 Cr project is has been 
released one and a half year prior saying that the water will be revived by 2021 including the upstream 
reservoir at Hesaraghatta. Now due to the project the rivers and reservoirs are being impacted. She 
questioned about the measures being done to ensure that the money being put into it which is tax payer’s 
money is going to be safeguarded by the virtue of the project. Trees are being removed and there is no 
water in Bangalore and tomorrow if the road has been constructed and there is no water in the City. 
There is no use of the project. 


Compliance: 


Negative response. The proposed alignment passes for about 13.65 km within the TG Halli 
catchment area where a total of 9,304 trees were recorded within 100 m RoW. Of which, 1,533 
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trees will be retained within the proposed green space of width 5m x 2. Therefore, a total of 7,771 
trees will be removed within the TG Halli catchment area. This affects the ground water resources 
of the region. However, necessary mitigation measures such as plantation of trees in the ratio 
1:10, proper management of muck so as to not affect the drainage pattern, construction of farm 
ponds, check dams and percolation ponds will be made as part of Catchment Area Treatment Plan 
to minimize the impact on TG Halli catchment area. This would eventually enhance the water 
resources in the City. 


38, Shri. Prem Kumar, Kotnur 


He expressed that whatever projects are being implemented if they are for the public then it is good. But 
the public information is being hidden and DPR is not being made public. He questioned as to why the 
rules are not being followed before implementing the program BDA wants to do. New schemes must come 
with new alignment and the law has to be followed by keeping everything transparent. He questioned as 
to why the things are not made public to everyone and why there is some hidden agenda? 


The proposed project has been under discussion since 2005 and several reports pertaining to the 
project has been released for the public reference since then. Hence, publishing the DPR before 
the Public is not mandatory. The Draft EIA/EMP report discloses all the sensitive facts involved in 
the project to the general public thereby maintaining transparency. 


39. Ms. Neha, 


She expressed that everyone knows that there is loss in the implementation of this project. The project 
feasibility report is not available in the public domain. There is a significant delay in the implementation 
of the project. By the time the project gets completed it becomes redundant and then two projects such as 
inner peripheral ring and outer peripheral ring will be proposed. Instead we must try to understand why 
there is traffic congestion and improve public transportation. There is no benefit in proposing roads 
again and again which only pose impacts on environment and affect the quality of living. There are so 
many distractions in cutting the trees, compensatory planting and there is no maintenance. She stated 
that she totally disagree with the project. 


Compliance; 
Negative response. 
40. Shri, Vibin, Hennur 


He expresses his opinion that by increasing the number of roads the number of vehicles increases. It is 
essential to prepare a better transportation plan and setup some sub-urban systems and make it 
convenient for people to travel and by doing so the need for such projects declines. The NICE Road should 
have been completed by the early 1980's but it was completed in 2003 and the lakes associated with 
rejuvenation as part of NICE Road project is not implemented. It is a point to take it seriously to enhance 
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the greenery in the current ring road which will show the people that the proponent is capable of making 
the project successful. The project has to be planned by considering the environmental impacts. The 
proposed alignment may not be sufficient by the time the project has been completed since the city has 
already reached Kolar. Hence, the alignment has to be rechecked. 


Compliance: 


Keeping in view of the present traffic scenarios with the traffic speed <18 kmph implementation 
of PRR is highly essential. Construction of PRR would highly reduce the traffic congestion in the 
upcoming days upon implementation. Proposed PRR is designed for 60 Kmph for main road 
design and 30 Kmph for service road considering local traffic which also includes slow moving 
traffic and non-motorised traffic and pedestrians. Further, plantation activities and rejuvenation 
of lakes will be implemented as per the guidelines and ensured during six monthly compliance 
report submission to MoEF&CC. 


41, Shri. Koteshwar Rao, Soldevanahalli 


He questioned that when will the project be implemented? He stated that his site is located in 
Soladevanahalli which was registered in 2006 and the compensation has not yet been received. He 
questioned if the compensation will be provided as per the 2013 parliament approval compensation 
norms and when will they be provided since he has already been retired from the Bank. He also 
questioned if the project requires 15 years to be implemented? 


Compliance: 
The compensation will be paid as per the Hon’ble Supreme Court Judgement dt: 20.01.2022 in 


Miscellaneous Application No(s).16141616 of 2019 in Miscellaneous Application No(s).13461348 
of 2019 in Civil Appeal No(s). 76617663 of 2018 and BDA Act, 1976. 


42. Shri. Sunil, Soldevanahalli 


He questioned if the new Preliminary Notification pertaining to the NICE integration lead to the de- 
notification of the earlier notified areas. 


Compliance; 


The new preliminary Notification pertaining to the NICE integration is the subsequent 
notification which will be released in addition to the Final Notification for Land acquisition dt: 
29.06.2007. Further, this will not lead to denotification of earlier areas. 


43, Shri. Pradyumna, 


He expressed that he had some objections pertaining to the benefits of the projects. It is mentioned in the 
report that the travel time will be cut down significantly due to the project and reduce the pollution. 
Current travel time from the longest route to Yelahanka is 1 hr and 45 min. If you want to do any 
equivalent travel using the proposed alignment it couldn’t possibly take anything shorter than that 


Application (s) w.r.t ToR/EC cannot be submitted to SEAC since it is only a State Expert 
Appraisal Committee which advises/ recommends the State Environment Impact 
Assessment Authority SEIAA about any project(s). SEIAA is the only authority under 
EIA Notification 2006 to accept any applications and issue ToR/EC by and to project 
proponent for only Category ‘B’ project(s) based on the recommendation of the SEAC. 


The application for obtaining ToRs was submitted to SEIAA, Karnataka as per the 
guidelines of the EIA Notification, 2006 and it subsequent amendments. SEIAA, Karnataka 
will then forward the proposal to SEAC, Karnataka who in turn will call the proponent for 
the presentation for ToRs appraisal. Followed by issue of proceedings by SEAC to SEIAA and 
issue of ToRs by SEIAA, Karnataka. 


b, At the time of submission before the Hon’ble Court there was no detailed mention of 
declared ESA viz., TGR Notification, critically polluted Areas declared by CPCB and 
GENERAL CONDITION of EIA Notification 2006. The argument was limited to the 
expiry of ToR time limit, delay in submission of draft EIA Report by non-accredited 
consultant involved for the same, applicability of 7(f) Highways under EIA Notification 
2006 and the number of trees to be felled for the proposed project, since, EC was 
already obtained from SEIAA which was stayed by NGT & later disposed of to conduct 
fresh EIA study. Further the Hon'ble Court is completely misleading and was created an 
impression that the earlier EC issued by SEIAA is in accordance with law without 
appraising the material facts about the Environmental status of the proposed project 
involving ESAs and Critically polluted areas satisfying General Conditions of EIA 
Notification 2006. 


c. But, on perusing the said order of the Hon'ble Court, it is very clear that, “The appellant 
shall have due regard to the various deficiencies noted in the present judgement as 
well as ensure that additional precautions are taken to account for the 
prevailing state of the environment” 

Meaning, all the ESA, Reserve Forests and the critically polluted areas shall 
also be taken note of and the General Condition against the S:No.7 (f) 
Highways under the Schedule in EIA Notification 2006 comes into play. 

li, Para no.83(iv) says that, “The appellant shall ensure that the requisite clearances under 
various enactments have been obtained and submitted to the SEAC prior to the consideration by it 
of the information submitted by the appellant in accordance with the Oms issued by the MoEF&CC 
from time to time’. 


Meaning, all the required clearances from forest department, Standing Committee of the 
National Board for Wildlife (SCNBWL), KSPCB, Tree officer of Forest Department, lakes/ wetlands 
authority, lake conservation and development authority, construction related are to be submitted 
to SEAC for consideration of the proposed project as admitted in the draft EIA Report. Except for 
the application to obtain forest clearance no other steps are taken to obtain the same for the 
proposed project. Further clearance from SCNBWL is left to the wisdom of the Regulatory 
Authority (EAC/SEAC) to recommend for the proposed project as per the OM dt 08.08.2019. 


Compliance: 
The details of requisite clearances to be obtained prior to the consideration by SEAC are 
explained in Section 1.4 of Chapter-1. 


tit, Para np. 83 (v) says that, 


“The SEAC shall thereafter assess the rapid EIA report and other information submitted to it by the 
appellant in accordance with the role assigned to it under the 2006 Notification. If it is of the 
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